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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 

Proclamation 3579 
DEATH OF GENERAL MacARTHUR 
By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

To the People of the United States: 

With deep regret, I announce the death of General of the Army 
Douglas MacArthur, who died today at Walter Reed Army Medical 
Center in Washington, D.C. 

As one of the most distinguished soldiers in the history of the United 
States, General MacArthur dedicated his entire life to selfless service 
in the defense of freedom. He was a living embodiment of the code 
which he so eloquently expressed—duty—honor—country. 

Outstanding performance of duty and conspicuous leadership 
marked his career, which included service as Chief of Staff and Com¬ 
mander of the Rainbow Division in World War I, as Chief of Staff 
of the United States Army from 1930 through 1935, as commander 
of the forces which liberated the Philippines in World War II, as 
Supreme Commander for the Allied Powers in Japan, and as Com¬ 
mander of the United Nations forces in Korea. We will forever be 
indebted to him for his integrity, his courage, and his brilliant accom¬ 
plishments as a soldier and citizen; we will never forget that his 
ultimate goal was peace among men. 

As a mark of respect for the memory of General MacArthur, I 
hereby order that the flag of the United States shall be flown at half- 
staff in the District of Columbia and throughout the United States 
and its territories and possessions, upon all public buildings and 
grounds, at all military posts and naval stations, and on all naval 
vessels, until after his funeral shall have taken place. I also direct 
that the flag shall be flown at half-staff for the same length of time at 
all United States embassies, legations, consular offices, and other 
facilities abroad, including all military facilities and naval vessels 
and stations. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and 
caused the Seal of the United States of America to be affixed. 

DONE at the City of Washington this fifth day of April in the 
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and sixty-four, and of the 
[seal] Independence of the United States of America the one 
hunctred and eighty-eighth. 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

By the President: 

Dean Rusk, 

Secretary of State. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3481; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 12:29 p.m.] 
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Memorandum of March 26, 1964 

[DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 231(b) OF THE TRADE EXPANSION 

ACT OF 1962, AS AMENDED, PERMITTING CONTINUATION OF 

NONDISCRIMINATORY TRADE TREATMENT FOR POLAND AND 

YUGOSLAVIA! 

Memorandum for The Secretary of State , The Secretary of the 

T reamry 

The White House, 

Washington , March 26,19Gb • 

Pursuant to section 231(b) of the Trade Expansion act of 1962, as 
amended, I hereby determine that extending the benefits of trade 
agreement concessions made by the United States to products, whether 
imported directly or indirectly, of the Polish People’s Republic and 
the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, both of which were 
receiving trade concessions on December 16, 1963, will be important 
to the national interest and will promote the independence of these 
two countries from domination or control by international commu¬ 
nism. The reasons for this determination are contained in the attached 
statement. 

The Secretary of State is directed to report this determination and 
the reasons therefor to the Congress, as required by section 231 (b) of 
the Trade Expansion Act of 1962, as amended. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to inform the Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs of this determination. 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

Statement 

Subject: Determination under Section 231(b) of the Trade Expansion Act of 
19C2, as Amended, Permitting Continuation of Non-Discriminatory 
Trade Treatment for Poland and Yugoslavia. 

The principal objective of United States poUey in Eastern Europe is to en¬ 
courage peaceful efforts toward loosening of control from Moscow. Both Yugo¬ 
slavia and Poland have demonstrated that they are prepared to undertake 
considerable risks to maintain and increase their independence. Trade with 
the free world, and in particular with the United States, is one of the basic 
ways in which these countries can resist Soviet control. Depriving them of 
the opportunity to trade on competitive terms with the United States would 
be a sure way to reverse the trend in Eastern Europe and to increase the power 
and influence of the Soviets in Eastern Europe. 

A. Yugoslavia 

Although Yugoslavia is a communist country, its determination to maintain its 
independence from Soviet bloc domination has been demonstrated over the past 
fifteen years. The Yugoslav Government has encouraged a broad range of 
contacts between Yugoslavia and the West and has made Yugoslavia accessible 
to people, ideas, and information coming from the West. 

Yugoslavia is not a member of the Warsaw Pact nor of the Soviet Bloc’s 
Council for Mutual Economic Assistance (CEMA). On the other hand, Yugo¬ 
slavia has long been associated with all of the major free w r orld economic 
organizations, including the International Bank for Reconstruction and De¬ 
velopment, the International Monetary Fund, the OECD and the GATT. In 
addition, it has been seeking the opportunity to discuss trade arrangements 
with the EEC. More than 70 percent of Yugoslavia’s foreign trade is with the 
free world, and Yugoslavia has undertaken important reforms in its foreign 
trade system to bring it more into line with Western practices. 

Since 1948, w'hen Yugoslavia’s refusal to submit to domination by the USSR 
caused its expulsion from the Soviet Bloc, the United States has followed a 
policy of supporting Yugoslavia’s desire to make its way as an indei>endent state. 
This policy has served the national interest of the United States in important 
w r ays. Yugoslavia’s assertion of independence greatly weakened the strategic 
threat of Soviet-controlled military power in Eastern Europe. Indeed, the final 
victory over communist guerrillas in Greece w r as made possible by the closing of 
the Yugoslav border against them. Yugoslav self assertion began the destruc¬ 
tion of the image of monolithic communist solidarity, and it showed that a 
country can successfully refuse to submit to domination by the Soviet Union. 

These considerations are still valid and remain important to United States 
national interest today. The significance of Yugoslavia’s independence has not 
diminished. As long as its example exists, the pressures on other communist 
parties and governments to seek similar advantageous solutions based on the 
exercise of national independence will grow. 

The continuation of nondiscriminatory trade treatment of Yugoslavia by the 
United States is of fundamental importance in supporting the independence of 
Yugoslavia. Such trade relations with the United States demonstrates to the 
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Yugoslav leadership and j>eople, as well as to the other nations of Eastern 
Europe, that the United States will permit normal trading possi bill ties to 
countries which assert their independence from domination by international 
communism. 

Nondiscriminatory trade is also essential to enable Yugoslavia to maintain 
its exports to the United States so that it can import from us and earn the dollars 
required to meet its debt repayment obligations to the United States. Yugo¬ 
slavia’s payments on dollar repayable obligations will be well over $10 million in 
each of the next several years. 

The Soviet Union and other countries of the Soviet bloc are now, once again, 
making a concentrated effort to improve economic and other relations with 
Yugoslavia. United States failure to continue nondiscriminatory trade treat¬ 
ment would contribute to forcing Yugoslavia into greater dependence upon the 
Soviet-controlled communist countries and thus undermine our efforts to assist 
Yugoslavia to pursue an independent, unaligned policy. 

B. Poland % 

Poland has not achieved the degree of independence from Moscow that Yugo¬ 
slavia has. Nevertheless, since the events of 1956, Poland has attained a large 
measure of autonomy both in internal affairs and in foreign relations. 

After 1956, Poland reversed its policy toward collectivization of agriculture. 
Today, 87 percent of the arable land of Poland is privately held. 

A far greater degree of freedom of speech has been permitted in Poland since 
1956, and intellectual activity remains stimulating and lively. Poland has dis¬ 
continued jamming broadcasts of the Voice of America and Radio Free Europe 
and has participated in certain USIA programs by which American books and 
periodicals have been made available to the people of Poland. Poland has also 
permitted relatively free emigration to the West and has regularly permitted 
Poles to come to the United States to visit. 

Finally, basic freedom of worship is possible in Poland today. Poland permits 
religious education for children as well as a Catholic university and seminaries. 
A number of religious holy days are observed as national holidays. While 
religion remains anathema to the Communists, and the Gomulka regime has 
probed for ways of bringing the Church under some control, Catholicism in 
Poland remains a potent force and an obstacle to complete communist domina¬ 
tion. The regime, well aware that an all-out attack on the Church would preju¬ 
dice its beneficial relationship with the West, must show restraint so long as 
there is anything to gain in Poland's relation with the West 

The United States and Poland have made good progress in resolving outstand¬ 
ing financial and economic problems. Over the past seven years the volume of 
trade has grown and there are good prospects for steady growth in the future. 

Nondiscriminatory treatment for Poland products permits that country to 
earn dollars with which it can buy American goods and meet its substantial 
financial obligations to the United States Government and to private American 
citizens. Poland’s payments on these obligations have reached almost $11 mil¬ 
lion annually and will increase to over $20 million in 1967. These debts include, 
among others, the obligations arising from the settlement of claims of United 
States nationals whose properties were nationalized in Poland, and the obliga¬ 
tions to repay in dollars for previous purchases of surplus agricultural com¬ 
modities under PL 480. Cutting off trade on the present nondiscriminatory basis 
would impair Poland’s ability to meet these obligations. 

As a consequence of the Polish events of 1956, Secretary of State Dulles de¬ 
termined, for purposes of section 307 of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, as amended (PL 480), that Poland was not a nation 
dominated or controlled by the foreign government or foreign organization con¬ 
trolling the world communist movement Since that determination the United 
States has kept the Polish situation under close and continuing scrutiny. In 
November 19G1 Secretary of State Rusk reaffirmed the determination of 1956. 
This is still our judgment today. 

Conclusion 

Continuation of nondiscriminatory trade treatment for the products of Yugo¬ 
slavia and Poland is important to our national interest. The maintenance of 
commercial trade relations between the United States and these countries will 
further the objective of encouraging and promoting their independence from 
domination or control by international communism. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3433; Filed, Apr. 3, 1964; 3:39 p.m.l 
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Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I —Civil Service Commission 

p AR T 534—PAY UNDER OTHER 
SYSTEMS 

Subpart B—Trainees in Government 
Hospitals 

Maximum Stipends 

In Federal Register Document 64-2722, 
appearing at page 3559 of the issue for 
Friday, March 20, 1964, paragraph (c) 
was inadvertently omitted in the revi¬ 
sion of ft 534.202 and is added as set out 
below. 

§ 534.202 Maximum stipends. 

• * * * • 

(c) Maximum stipends for positions 
in the Public Health Service (a constit¬ 
uent agency of the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare) in 
which duty requires intimate contact 
with persons afflicted with leprosy are 
increased above the rates prescribed in 
paragraph (a) of this section to the 
same extent that additional compensa¬ 
tion is provided by Public Health Service 
Regulations (42 CFR 22.1) for employees 
under the Classification Act of 1949, as 
amended. 

(Secs. 1, 2. 3. 61 Stat. 727; 5 UJ3.C. 902, 1051, 

1052) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

Tseal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3372; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:48 &Jn.] 

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I —Federal Aviation Agency 

STATUS OF RECODIFICATION 
PROGRAM 

The Federal Aviation Agency is near¬ 
ing the completion of its recodification 
program announced in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on November 15, 1961 (26 F.R. 
10698). The program involves the 
across-the-board consolidation and 
s! - mainlining of the Agency’s regulatory 
system. In response to a number of re- 
Quests, the Agency is publishing here¬ 
with a status list showing the final rules 
that have been issued under the pro¬ 
gram, those rules that have been pub¬ 
lished as notices of proposed rule making 
out that have not yet been issued in final, 
and the estimated target dates for the 
issue of the remaining notices. 

The aviation community has made 
iuany constructive suggestions that have 
contributed to the progress made to date 


in the recodiflcation program. Their 
continued cooperation is anticipated and 
is vital if the program is to be concluded 
by the scheduled date, July 1964. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
31,1964. 

James B. Minor, 
Associate General Counsel , 
Regulations and Codification Division. 

The following Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations have been issued and are now in 
effect: 

Part No. Title 

1 Definitions and Abbreviations. 

11 General Rule Making Procedures. 

13 Enforcement Procedures. 

61 Certification: Pilots and Flight Instruc¬ 
tors. 

63 Certification: Flight Crewmembers 
other than Pilots. 

65 Certification: Airmen other than Flight 
Crewmembers. 

67 Medical Standards and Certification. 

71 Designation of Federal Airways, Con¬ 
trolled Airspace, and Reporting 
Points. 

73 Special Use Airspace. 

75 Establishment of Jet Routes. 

77 Notice of Construction or Alteration 
Affecting Navigable Airspace. 

91 General Operating and Flight Rules. 

93 Special Air Traffic Rules and Airport 
Traffic Patterns. 

95 IFR Altitudes. 

97 Standard Instrument Approach Pro¬ 
cedures. 

99 Security Control of Air Traffic. 

101 Moored Balloons, Kites, Unmanned 
Rockets, and Unmanned Free Bal¬ 
loons. 

103 Transportation of Dangerous Articles 
and Magnetized Materials. 

105 Parachute Jumping. 

129 Operations of Foreign Air Carriers. 

141 Pllpt Schools. 

143 Ground Instructors. 

145. Repair Stations. 

147 Mechanic Schools. 

149 Parachute Lofts. 

151 Federal Aid to Airports. 

153 Acquisition of U.S. Land for Public 
Airports. 

155 Release of Airport Property from Sur¬ 
plus Property Disposal Restrictions. 
157 Notice of Construction. Alteration, or 
Deactivation of Airports. 

159 National Capital Airports. 

161 Cold Bay, Alaska, Airport. 

163 Canton Island Airport. 

165 Wake Island Code. 

181 Seal. 

183 Representatives of the Administrator. 
185 Testimony by Employees and Produc¬ 
tion of Records In Legal Proceedings. 
187 Fees for Copying and Certifying Federal 
Aviation Agency Records. 

189 Use of Federal Aviation Agency Com¬ 
munications Systems. 

The following Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations have been issued and will become 
effective as indicated below: 

Part No. Title 

45 Identification and Registration Mark¬ 
ing—April 20. 1964. 

133 Rotorcraft External-Load Operations— 
May 17.1964. 

135 Air Taxi Operators and Commercial 
Operators of Small Aircraft—(par- 
tiaUy) April 7, 1964, (fully) Septem¬ 
ber 7. 1964. 


Notices of proposed rule making on the 
following Federal Aviation Regulations 
were issued on the dates indicated: 

Part No. Title 

1 33 Airworthiness Standards: Aircraft En¬ 
gines (CAR 13)—December 24, 1963. 
1 35 Airworthiness Standards: Propellers 
(CAR 14)—December 4, 1963. 

1 43 Maintenance, Preventive Maintenance, 
Rebuilding, and Alteration (CAR 
18)—October 2. 1963. 

*47 Aircraft Registration (Parts 501 and 
502—Regulations of Administrator) — 
October 3, 1963. 

1 49 Recording of Aircraft Titles and Secu¬ 
rity Documents (Parts 503—505—< 
Regulations of Administrator)—Oc¬ 
tober 3, 1963. 

123 Operations of Scheduled Air Carriers 
Outside Continental United States 
(CAR 41)—January 15, 1964. 

The following remaining Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations will be issued as notices 
of proposed rule making within approxi¬ 
mately 60 days: 

Part No. Title 

21 Aircraft Certification Procedures (CAR 

1 ). 

23 Airplane Airworthiness; Normal, Utility, 
and Acrobatic Categories (CAR 3). 

25 Airworthiness Standards: Transport 
Category Airplanes (CAR 4b). 

27 Airworthiness Standards: Normal Cate¬ 
gory Rotorcraft (CAR 6). 

29 Airworthiness Standards: Transport 
Category Rotorcraft (CAR 7). 

37 Technical Standard Orders for Mate¬ 
rials. Parts, and Appliances (Part 
514—Regulations of Administrator). 

39 Airworthiness Directives (Part 507). 

121 Certification and Operations of Sched¬ 
uled Interstate Air Carriers (CAR 40). 
125 Operations of Supplemental Air Car¬ 
riers, Commercial Operators using 
Large Aircraft, and Certificated Route 
Air Carriers Engaging In Charter 
Flights or other Special Services 
(CAR 42). 

127 Operations of Scheduled Air Carriers 
with Helicopters (CAR 46). 

171 Non-Federal Navigational Aids (Part 
407). 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3337; Filed. Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:45 a.m.) 

SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE (NEW1 

(Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-39] 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Alteration of Control Zones and Tran¬ 
sitional Area; Designation of Con¬ 
trol Zone and Transition Areas; 
Revocation of Transition Area and 
Control Area Extension 

On December 10, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 13366) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency 
(FAA) proposed to adjust the terminal 
airspace structure, in association with 
the implementation of the provisions of 
CAR Amendments 60-21/60-29, in the 


1 Issue In final expected by May 1, 1964. 

4853 







4854 

Rochester, Batavia and Olean, N.Y., and 
Bradford and DuBois, Pa., areas. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

Subsequent to publication of the no¬ 
tice, a re-examination of the transition 
area requirements associated with the 
Olean Municipal Airport revealed that 
since the instrument approach procedure 
prescribed for this location specifies 
landing and take-off weather minimums 
for day operation only, there is no longer 
a requirement for the assignment of con¬ 
trolled airspace below 1,200 feet above 
the surface at Olean between the time of 
sunset and 0800 hours, local time, daily. 
Therefore, the action taken herein to 
designate the Olean transition area will 
include a limitation indicating the time 
of effectiveness. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, and for 
the reasons stated herein and in the 
notice, the following actions are taken: 

1. In § 71.171 (29 F.R. 1101) the fol¬ 
lowing actions are taken: 

a. The Rochester, N.Y., control zone 
is amended to read: 

Rochester, N.Y. 

Within a 5-mile radius ot the Rochester - 
Monroe County Airport (latltute 43*07*20" 
N.. longitude 77*39*55" W.); within 2 miles 
each side of the Rochester VOR 168* radial, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 7 
miles SE of the VOR: within 2 miles each 
side of the Rochester VOR 280* radial, ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 
miles W of the VOR: and within 2 miles each 
side of the Rochester ILS localizer E course, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
OM. 

b. The Bradford, Pa., control zone is 
amended to read: 

Bradford, Pa. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Bradford - 
McKean County Airport (latitude 41*48*10" 
N.. longitude 78*38*20'* W.); within 2 miles 
each side of the Bradford VOR 138° radial, 
extending from the 5-mlle radius zone to 7 
miles SE of the VOR: and within 2 miles 
each side of the Bradford RBN 134* bearing, 
extending from the 6-mile radius zone to 7 
miles SE of the RBN. 

c. The following control zone is added: 
DuBois, Pa. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the DuBois- 
JefTerson County Airport (latitude 41 *10*45" 
N., longitude 78*63'45" W.), excluding the 
portion within a 1-mlle radius of Bywatler 
Airport. Palls Creek, Pa. (latitude 41*09*55" 
N.. longitude 78°48'15' / W.). 

2. In § 71.165 (29 F.R. 1073) the fol¬ 
lowing control area extension is revoked: 
‘•Rochester, N.Y.” 

3. In § 71.181 (29 FJR. 1160) the fol¬ 
lowing actions are taken: 

a. The following transition areas are 
added: 

1 . Rochester, N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the Rochester-Monroe County Airport 
(latitude 43*07*20'* N., longitude 77*89*55** 
W.); within 8 miles N and 5 miles S of the 
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Rochester ILS localizer E course, extending 
from the Rochester-Monroe County Airport 
to 12 miles E of the OM: within 5 miles each 
side of the Rochester VOR 125* radial, ex¬ 
tending from the 7-mile radius area to the 
INT of the Rochester VOR 125* and the 
Geneseo. N.Y.. VORTAC 061* radials: within 
2 miles each side of the Rochester VOR 
168* radial, extending from the 7-mlle radius 
area to 8 miles 8 of the VOR: and within 8 
miles S and 5 miles N of the Rochester VOR 
280* and 100* radials, extending from the 
Rocheeter-Monroe County Airport to 12 miles 
W: and that airspace extending upward from 
1,200 feet above the surface within the area 
bounded by a line extending from: latitude 
43*24*00" N.. longitude 76*53*00" W.. to lati¬ 
tude 42*57*00" N.. longitude 76*57*00" W.. 
to latitude 42*32*00" N., longitude 77°36'00" 
W.. to latitude 42*32*00" N.. longitude 78*- 
21*00" W„ to latitude 43*06*00" N.. longi¬ 
tude 78*21*00" W.. to latitude 43°24*00" N., 
longitude 77*55*00" W., to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

2. Batavia, N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 4-mlle radius 
of the Batavia Airport (latitude 43*01*55'* 
N.. longitude 78*10*20" W.), and within 2 
miles each side of the 192* bearing from the 
Batavia Airport, extending from the 4-mile 
radius area to 12 miles S of the airport. 

3. Olean, N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the Olean Municipal Airport (latitude 
42*14*20" N.. longitude 78*22*30" W.). and 
within 2 miles each side of the Olean RBN 
033* bearing, extending from the 7-mile 
radius area to 8 miles NE of the RBN, from 
0800 hours, local time, to sunset, dally. 

4. Bradford, Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the Bradford-McKean County Airport 
(latitude 41*48*10** N., longitude 78*38*20'* 
W.); within 2 miles each side of the Brad¬ 
ford RBN 134* bearing, extending from the 
7-mlle radius area to 8 miles SE of the RBN; 
and within 2 miles each side of the Bradford 
VOR 138* radial, extending from the 7-mile 
radius area to 8 miles SE of the VOR; and 
that airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
extending from: latitude 42*32*00" N.. longi¬ 
tude 77°58*00" W.. to latitude 41*55*00" N., 
longitude 77*58*00" W.. to latitude 41*55*30" 
N.. longitude 78*10*00" W.. to latitude 41*- 
38*00" N.. longitude 78*13*00" W.. through 
latitude 41*00*00" N.. longitude 78*35*20" 
W.. to the south boundary of V-6; thence 
via the south boundary of V-6 to longitude 
79*15*00" W., thence northward via longi¬ 
tude 79°15'00" W.. to latitude 41*17*00" N., 
longitude 79*15*00" W.. to latitude 41°30'00" 
N.. longitude 78*57*00*' W.. to latitude 42*- 
10*00" N., longitude 78*57*00" W.. to latitude 
42*11*30" N., longitude 78*52*00" W.. to 
latitude 42*32*00" N.. longitude 78*52*00" 
W., to the point of beginning. 

b. The DuBois, Pa., transition area is 
amended to read: 

DuBois, Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius 
of thj DuBois-Jefferson County Airport (lati¬ 
tude 41*10*45" N., longitude 78*63*45" W.), 
and within 2 miles each side of the DuBois 
RBN 056° bearing, extending from the 6- 
mile radius area to 8 miles NE of the RBN. 

c. The following transition area is 
revoked: “Bellona, N.Y.” 


These amendments shall become effec- 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 28, 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a). 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April l 
1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief , Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[FR. Doc. 64-3331; Filed. Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:45 am.] 


(Airspace Docket No. 62-PC-20] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW1 

Alteration of Control Zones, Revoca¬ 
tion of Control Area Extension and 
Designation of Transition Area 

On July 25, 1963, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (28 F.R. 7567) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
alter the Guam Island control zones, re¬ 
voke the Guam Island control area ex¬ 
tension and designate the Guam Island 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. Due consideration was given to 
all relevant matter presented. 

Comments were received from the 
Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
(AOPA). The AOPA concurred with the 
alteration of the Anderson AFB and NAS 
Agana control zones, but suggested that 
the transition area proposed with a floor 
of 700 feet above the surface be reduced 
and that the portion of the 1,200-foot 
area beyond a 25-mile radius be raised 
to 2,500 feet MSL or higher. They fur¬ 
ther recommended that the proposed 
1 ,100-foot area beyond a 50-mile radius 
be raised to 5,000 feet MSL, 

With regard to the comments received 
from AOPA, the configuration of the pro¬ 
posed 700-foot transition area was de¬ 
signed to accommodate IFR arrival, de¬ 
parture and radar vector procedures and 
represents the airspace required to pro¬ 
vide protection for these procedures. 
Raising of the floor in the portion of the 
proposed 1,200-foot floor transition area 
beyond a 25-mile radius of Guam would 
adversely affect the flexibility of radar 
and procedural air traffic control serv¬ 
ices furnished aircraft executing pre¬ 
scribed instrument approach, departure, 
holding, en route and radar vectoring 
procedures. Since the designation of air¬ 
ways is not feasible in this area and due 
to the lack of aircraft operating in VFR 
conditions, the transition area config¬ 
uration, as proposed herein, represents 
the minimum airspace requirements to 
provide the needed area for the control 
of air traffic within the immediate ter¬ 
minal area and between the terminal 
area and the oceanic control area 
Therefore, action is taken herein to adopt 
the changes as proposed in the notice. 
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The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published and for the 
reasons stated herein and in the notice, 
the following actions are taken: 

1 . In § 71.171 (29 Fit. 1101), the Guam 
Island (Anderson AFB) control zone is 
amended to read: 

Guam island (Anderson AFB), 

Within a 6-mile radius of Anderson AFB 
(latitude 13*35'00" N., longitude 144°65'00” 
E.); within 2 miles each side of the Ander¬ 
son TACAN 066° radial, extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 9 miles NE of the 
TACAN. and within 2 miles NW and 4 miles 
SE of the Anderson VOR 064° radial, ex¬ 
tending from the 6-mile radius zone to the 
Guam Island (NAS Agana) 6-mile radius 
zone. 

2 . In § 71.171 (29 F.R. 1101), the Guam 
Island (NAS Agana) control zone is 
amended to read: 

Guam Island (NAS Agana). 

Within a 5-mlle radius of NAS Agana (lati¬ 
tude 13°29'00" N., longitude 144°47'00" E.); 
within 4 miles NW and 2 miles SE of the 
Agana VOR 244° radial, extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 8 miles SW of the VOR, 
and within 2 miles each side of the Talofofo, 
Guam Island RBN 026° bearing, extending 
from the 6-mile radius zone to 3 miles NE 
of the RBN. 

3. Section 71.165 (29 F.R. 1073) is 
amended by revoking the following con¬ 
trol area extension: “Guam Island.” 

4 Section 71.181 (29 F.R. 1160) is 
amended by adding the following: 

Guam Island. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at latitude 13°46'35” N., longitude 
144*51'16" E., thence clockwise along the arc 
of a 12-nmi radius circle centered on Ander¬ 
son AFB (latitude 13 c 36'00" N., longitude 
144 # 55'00" E.). to latitude 13°23'50" N., 
longitude 146°01'00" E., thence to latitude 
13 r 08'45" N., longitude 144 c 29'20” EL, thence 
to latitude 13’29'45" N., longitude 144*18'30" 
E„ thence to point of beginning; and that 
airspace extending upward from 1,200 feet 
above the surface within a 100-nmi radius of 
the Agana VOR, excluding the portion within 
R-7201 and W-517. 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t.. May 28, 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a) and 1110, 72 Stat. 749 and 800; 
49 U.S.C. 1348 and 1510, and Executive Order 

10854, 24.F.R. 9565) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 

1,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

(PR. Doc. 64-3332; FUed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:45 a.m.] 


| Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-41 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Control Zones and 
Transition Areas 

The purpose of these amendments to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
■Regulations is to change the names of 
airports in the descriptions of control 
zones and transition areas as indicated 
No. 68-2 


below in order to reflect the correct 
names of airports in such descriptions. 

Since these amendments are editorial 
in nature and impose no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
they may be made effective upon pub¬ 
lication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following actions are taken: 

1. Section 71.171 (29 FR. 1101) is 
amended as follows: 

a. In the text of the Fort Lauderdale. 
Fla., control zone “Broward County In¬ 
ternational Airport” is deleted and 
“Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood Interna¬ 
tional Airport” is substituted therefor. 

b. In the text of the Jackson, Miss., 
control zone “Jackson Municipal Air¬ 
port” is deleted wherever it appears 
and “Allen C. Thompson Airport” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

c. In the text of the Nashville, Term., 
control zone “Nashville Municipal Air¬ 
port (Berry Field) ” is deleted and “Nash¬ 
ville Metropolitan Airport” is substituted 
therefor. 

d. In the title and the text of the Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. (Municipal Airport), control 
zone “Municipal Airport” is deleted 
wherever it appears and “Metropolitan 
Airport” is substituted therefor. 

e. In the title of the Atlanta, Ga. (Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport) control zone “Munici¬ 
pal” is deleted and “Atlanta” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. In the text “Munici¬ 
pal” is deleted. 

f. In the text of the Macon. Ga.. con¬ 
trol zone “Cochran Field” is deleted 
wherever it appears and “Macon Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport” is substituted therefor. 

2. Section 71.181 (29 F.R. 1160) is 
amended as follows: 

a. In the text of the Memphis, Tenn., 
transition area “Memphis Municipal Air¬ 
port” is deleted wherever it appears and 
“Memphis Metropolitan Airport” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

b. in the text of the Atlanta, Ga., 
transition area “Atlanta Municipal Air¬ 
port” is deleted wherever it appears and 
“Atlanta Airport” is substituted therefor. 

c. In the text of the Macon, Ga., 
transition area “Cochran Field” is de¬ 
leted and “Macon Municipal Airport” is 
substituted therefor. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 UJ5.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on April 
1,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3333; Tiled, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-62] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Federal Airway 
Segment 

On January 14, 1964, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 


Federal Register (29 F.R. 324) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 [New! of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations by revoking the segment of VOR 
Federal airway No. 23 east alternate from 
Medford, Oreg., to Eugene, Oreg. 

Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to participate in the rule mak¬ 
ing through submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

Section 71.123 (29 F.R. 1009) is amend¬ 
ed as follows: In V-23 “including an E 
alternate and also a W alternate from 
Medford to Eugene via Roseburg, Oreg.,” 
is deleted and “including a W alternate 
from Medford to Eugene via Roseburg, 
Oreg.,” is substituted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 28, 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
1. 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3334; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


1 Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-108 J 

part 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Federal Airway 
Segments 

On January 14, 1964, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (29 Fit. 325), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke VOR Federal airway 
No. 4 north alternate segments from 
Rock Springs, Wyo., to Cherokee. Wyo.. 
from Thurman, Colo., to Goodland, 
Kans., and from Goodland to Hill City. 
Kans. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. No comments were received. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published and for the 
reasons stated in the notice, § 71.123 (29 
Fit. 1009. 3225) is amended as follows: 
In V-4 ”, Including an N alternate via 
INT of Rock Springs 053° and Cherokee 
286° radials” is deleted; and ”, includ¬ 
ing an N alternate via INT of Thurman 
085° and Goodland 304° radials; Hill 
City, Kans., including an N alternate;” 
is deleted and Hill City, Kans.;“ is 
substituted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 28, 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
April 1, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

(Fit. Doc. 64-3335; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:45 ajn.] 
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SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES [NEW] 

[Reg. Docket No. 4045; Arndt. 367J 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES [NEW] 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to the standard Instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished 
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. ^ x 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. _ * Aif fx 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 FJR. 5662), Part 97 [New] 
(14 CFR Part 97 [New]) is amended as follows: J A . 

1. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 97.11(b) to read: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, heading?, courses and redials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc In feet M8L. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which aro in statute miles. .. . . . , . . 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type Is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be In accordance with the folk)wing Instrument approach proeodure, 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a dUTerent procedure for such airport authorized by tbo Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be mado over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for on route operation In. the particular aroa or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling 

; and visibility minim urns 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cnj'Lne, 
more than 
65 knots 

From— 

To- / 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

05 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 

rfjT VOTl 

Rtf\pk Int* ___ 

Via COT R-356 

8500 

T-dm. 

300-1 

300-1 

2 % 

400-1 



and bearing 

138° from BEO 
Rbn. 

Direct.. 


C-dn. 

S-dn-32L. 

400-1 

400-1 

500-1 

400-1 




A-rin ...._ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

APT von __ 

Stack Int* (final not authorized)_ 

3500 





Niltv? Int __.......... 

Stack Int*.. .. 

Via API R-088 

3500 





RtncV Tnt* -_ 

BEG Rbn (final)... 

and bearing 

138° from BEG 
Rbn. 

Direct. - - 

2300 





ORD VOR 

Stack Int* (final not authorized). 

Direct- 

3500 





OBK VOR _ 

Stack Int* (final not authorized)- 

Direct. 

3500 





Lakewood Int...................... ........ 

ORD VOR. 

Via OBK VOR 

3500 







R-271 and 

ORD K-306. 





. 


Radar transitions to final approach ers authorized. Aircraft may be released for final approach Inbnd to BEO Rbn on final approach era to cross BEO Rbn at 2300. 
Procedure turn E side of era. 138° Outbnd, 318° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles of Stack Int.* 

Minimum altitude over BEG Rbn on final approach ers, 2300', over Stack Int 3o>00 / . 

HtfSJdcSSt SJfar&U&u&n dlSm to authorized landing minimum, or If landing not accomplished within 5.5 mile after passing BEG Rbn turn loft U> 300» 
ta i$*2! n 1 b FuXmne” VOrt° receiver” r^i^edunhiss^radM ESS?® &££*« to obtained. 2. Aircraft executing missed appraoeh may bo radar controlled slier 

^“rAimos 0 Takeoffs <m Runway27 when weather Is Mow 2000-3 will Intercept ORD VOR R-260 and climb to MOCK before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs on Runway 
32L whciTwcathc^Ls below 2000-3 will intercept OEDVOll K-300 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Motel sign 1> 4 miles from approach end Runway 3bL may be 

mistaken for approach lights. _ _ . ___ _ _ 

•Stack Int: Int 138° bearing from BEG Rbn and API B-073. 

MSA: 000°-360°—2500'. 

City, Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, O’Hare International; Elev., 6Cr; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., BEG; Proooduro No. 4, Arndt. Prig,; Eg. Date, 11 Apr. M ^ 


GOT VOR_ 


API VOR_ 

Niles int. 

ORD VOR_ 

OBK VOR_ 

Park Int*_ 

Lakewood Int. 


Parle Int* 


Park Int* (final not authorized). 
Park Int*.-—.. 


Park Int* (final not authorized)., 
Park Lot* (final not authorized). 

FMR Rbn (final).... 

ORD VOR.. 


Via COT R-356 
and bearing 138* 
from FMR Rbn. 

Direct. 

Via API fi-088 
and bearing 138° 
from FMR Rbn. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct_ 

Via OBK R-271 
and ORD VOR 
R-300. 


3500 


3500 

3500 


3500 

3500 

2300 

3500 


T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

O-dn... 

400-1 

600-1 

8-do-32R ....... 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 


2004 * 

600 - 1 M 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar transitions on final approach ers authorized. Aircraft may be released for final approaoh Inbnd to FMR Rbn on final approach to FMR Rbn at 2300'. 

Procedure turn E side of ers, 138° Outbnd, 318° Inbnd, 350(/wttnln 10 miles of Park Ini. ^ s. 

Minimum altitude over FMR Rbn on final approach ers, 2301/, over Tark Int* on final approach ers, Z5W . 

SSrired landing minimum, or If tondtag not accomplished within 8.7 mile, of FMR Rbn. turn right to 335’ bevlin*. 

Cllm No°rr!s 5W i': ^ch^boblalned. 2. Aircraft executing missed appreach may bo radar control W 

rad “ci1mSS“rateofl» on Runway 27 when weather Is below 2000-3 will Intercept ORD VOR R-260 and climb to S»TSr 

32L when weather Is below 2000-3 wUl Intercept ORD VOR lt-306and climb to 2WX/ before proceeding westbound. Motel sign 1 M miles from approach end Kuna ay 

^ ^I^rkTn^lnM3? C ^rinj^from FMR Rbn and API VOR R-073. 

MSA: Q00*-36Q a — 250/. _ 

City .Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, O'Haro International; Elcv. Fac. Class. ,MHW; Ident., FMR -.Procedure No. 5, Arndt. Orlg.; Eff. Date, 11 • P r - 
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ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 



Transition 



Cellini 

l and visibility minimum 

3 

From — 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-enginc. 
more than 
65 knots 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 


81 LOM- .. . 

Direct. . 

2200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

2004$ 

fin, iiitiiu*/ j•• •••••••••*“• ••• •• 

y.-,i V tuUimore Int _ ________ 

81 LOM (final). . 

Direct. 

2000 

C-dn___ 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1H 

TUUn Tnf ^ _--- 

81 LOM_ _ 

Direct. . 

2300 

S-dn-18_ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

CVG VOR ......... _ _ 

81 LOM .........rniTiir..-,-- 

Direct. 

2300 

A-dn.._ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

H k' I.FR _ ___ 

81 LOM.. 

Direct. 

2700 














Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 360° Outbud, 180° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

M intmum altitude over facility on final approach era, 2000". 

Crs and distance facility to airport, 180°—4.0 miles. 

1( visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing mlnimums or if lauding not accomplished within 4.0 miles after passing SI LOM, climb to 2000' on a 
heading of 180° to the CV LOM. Hold 8,1-minutc right turns, 360° Inbnd. 

caution: 1746' tower 13 miles NE of airport. 1167' tower 19 miles NNE of airport. 1120' tower 11 miles NW of airport. 


City Covington: State, Ky.; Airport Name, Greater Cincinnati; Elev., 890'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., 81; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; 

Dated, 18 Jan. 64 










t ,, t i Wnvne VOR 

FA RBu...-. 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-Rj 





C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1J4 





8-dn-4. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. Aircraft will be released for final approach without procedure turn Inbnd on final approach era, 4 miles 
from KBn. , 

! rocedure turn 8 side of ere, 233° Outbnd, 053° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, 1600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 063°—2.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.6 miles after passing FA RBn, climb to 2600' on ers 
of 0W° and return to RBn. 

Final approach from holding pattern not authorized, procedure turn required. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2600'; 090 e -360°-2200'. 

City, Fort Wayne; State, Ind.; Airport Name, Baer Field; Elev., 801'; Fac. Class., SBU; Ident., FA; Procedure No. 2, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. Orlg.; 

Dated, 8 Feb. 64 


OLS-VOR. 


GLS RBn 


Direct. 


1300 


T-dn_ 

C-dn... 

S-dn-13. 

A-dn. 


300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1H 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring by Houston approach control may be used to position aircraft on final approach w ithin 10 miles of Galveston RBn with elimination of procedure turn 
Procedure turn 8 side of ere, 303° Outbnd, 123° Inbnd, 1600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, I23°—4.8 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles after passing GLS RBn, climb to 1300' on 
crs of 123° within 16 miles. 

Caution: 231' radio tower 7000' NE of airport. 167' water tank E8E side of airport. 

City, Galveston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Scholes Field; Elev., 7'; Fac. Class., BHH; Ident., OLS; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 4: 

Dated, 12 May 62 


HOU VOR.... 

LOM 

Direct__ 

2000 

2000 

2000 

•1300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

iili 

Houston RBn. 

lair banks Int. 

LOM. 

Direct___ 

C-dn. 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

8-dn-3 

Areola Int. 

LOM (final). 

Direct.. 

A-dn_ 






200 *’ 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 side of ere, 216° Outbnd, 036° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

M Inlmum altitude over LOM on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 036°—422 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.2 miles after passing LOM, climb to 1600' on 036® 
waring from LOM within 16 miles or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 1800' on 309° bearing from HOU Rbn within 20 miles. 

Caution; 1649' tow'er approximately 8.5 miles W of LOM. 1235' tower approximately 9.0 miles 8E of LOM. 

Other changes: Deletes transition HOU FM, radar vectoring position to LOM (final), radar notes revised. 

Descent below 2000 7 not authorized until established on final approach era. 

Hty, Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., HO; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 22; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 21; 

Dated, 7 Apr. 62 


Areola VHF Int. 

HOU RBn. 

Direct 

2000 

1700 

T-dn 

iii 

300-1 

500-1 

800-2 

2004 $ 

500-4$ 

800-2 

hou von* ..:::: . 

HOU RBn. . 

Direct_...... 

(T-dn 




A-dn _ 

--_- 






Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of ere. 131° Outbnd, 311° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, <00'. 
and distance, facility to airport, 311°—1.4 miles. 

v ) J? ua * contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.4 miles, climb to 1800' on HOU RBn bearing 309° 
vitlnn 20 miles or, when directed by ATC. turn right, climb to 1600' on HOU RBn bearing 062? within 20 miles. 

Caution: 1235' TV tower approximately 9 miles 88K of HOU Rbn. 1549' TV tower approximately 13.5 miles 8W of HOU Rbn. 

Other changes: Deletes transition HOU FM. Deletes note Runway 8-20. 

Clty * n °uston; State, Tex,; Airport Name, International; Elev., 60'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., HOU; Procedure No. 2, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; 8up. Amdt. No. 1; 

Dated, 7 Apr. 62 


\ 








































































































4858 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ADP Standard Instbumbnt Approach Proodure— Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -englno or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

Meridian VOR. 

LOM (11 . ...... ............... .... 

Direct__ 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 


Strati on Int _ 

LOM HW)_ 

Direct_... 

2000 

C-dn___ 

600-1 

600-1 

- 1 M 3 

Decatur Int... .... 

LOM (HW)_ __ 

Direct.. 

2000 

8 -dn -01 _ 

600-1 

500-1 

600-1 

800-2 

Newton Int_...__._.._.... 

LOM (HW).. 

Direct. 

2000 

A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

Rose Ilill Int.. 

LOM (HW)__ 

Direct___ 

2000 





York Int...... 

LOM (HW)__ 

Direct_ 

2000 



# 

^ # 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 side of era, 186° Outbnd, 000° Inbnd, 2000' within lO^illcs. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 006°—4.5 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles after passing LOM, turn left and return to 
LOM at 2000 '. 

Notk: Takeoffs with less than 2004$ not authorized on runways 5 and 23. No approach lights. Overrun lights and hfgh-intensity runway lights only on Runway 1 - 19 . 
Runway 0-27 closed. 

Caution: Trees 600' 2 miles E of airport. 1000' tower 2.5 miles K of airport. 880' tower 4.2 miles 8 E of airport. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2000'; 090°-180°—1701/; 180°-270°—1600'; 270°-n300°—2000\ 

City, Meridian; State, Miss.; Airport Name, Key Field; Kiev., 207'; Fac. Class., I 1 W; Ident., ME; Procedure No. 1, Aindt. 6 ; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 5; Dated. 

14 July 62 


MIA VOR. 

MIA RBn (final) - --- 

Direct.. . 

1600 

T-dn .. 

300-1 

300-1 

20044 

PER RBn.. 

MIA RBn. 

Direct_ 

1500 

C—d_........... 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-14 

MIA RBn.-___-. 

Barker Int® (final) _..._ _ 

Direct. 

1000 

C-n_ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 





A-dn. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 





If aircraft is equipped with dual ADF reoeivers and 





Barker Int® identified, the following minimums 





are authorized: 








C-dn- 

I 600-1 

I 500-1 

I MO-14 





S— dr l—l 2_ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 320° Outbnd. 140° Inbnd. 1500' within 10 miles. 

Procedure turn nonstandard to provide separation with northbound traffic. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, ISOO'; over Barker Int,® 1000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 139°—10.3 miles; Barker Int* to airport, 139®—4.8 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 10.3 miles after passing MIA Rbn or 4.8 miles after 
passing Barker Int,* climb to 1500' while proceeding direct to MI LOM, then E on 086° crs (from) and withtn 10 miles of MI LOM. 

• Barker Int: Int 139° crs from MIA KBn anti 022° bearing from MF LOM or 5.5-mile radar fix on MIA RBn 139° crs (from). 

MSA: 000®-000®—2000'; 090*-18Q°—1400'; I8Q*-27Q®— UK*/; 270-°360°-1200 / . 

City, Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Miami International; Elev., O'; Fac. Class., 8 ABII; Ident., MIA; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 6 ; Efl. Date, 11 Apr. 64; 8 up. Arndt. No. 

4: Dated 9 Feb. 63 


MI A-VOR ___ 

LOM _ — _ ... ................... ... _ _ 

Direct .. 

1500 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

pRy-vriR 

LOM _ 

Direct _ 

1500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

000-1 

500-1H 

MIA RBn 

LOM. . . 

Direct_ _ 

1500 

S— dn—9L. _ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

PRR Rbn ___________ 

LO M . . — T —, r 1 1-r.f----- 

Direct .. 

1600 

S-dn-9R . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Krnmp Int _ .. _ 

LOM (final) .. . 

Direct _ 

1300 

A-dn. _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Bay shore VHF int , .. 

LOM . 

Direct . _ 

1500 


Rancho V1IF Int __ ___ 

LOM__ 

Direct . 

1600 













Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn N side of ors. 266® Outbnd, 086° Inbnd, 1400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to Runway 9L, 086°—4.5 miles; facility to Runway 9R, 007®—4.4 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon desoent to authorized landing minimums or 11 landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles after passing MF LOM, climb to l&O on 
crs of 086® within 20 miles of MF LOM. 

Note: Holding pattern with 086° Inbnd crs, left turns may bo used In lieu of procedure turn. 

MBA: 000®-09C°—2000';090®-180°—1400'; 180*-270°—1600'; 270®-360®—1300'. 

City. Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Miami International; Kiev., O'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., MF; Procedure No. 3, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 

Doted, 30 Mar. 63 


Deer Park VOR..... 

Door Park VOIt (23.4 uiilos DME fix JFK 
R-078). 

Sandy Hook Int--- 

Sandy Hook Int (19 miles DME fix JFK 
R-190). 


Carol Int#.. 

Kennedy VOR_ 


Carol Int#___ 

DPK R-229. 

2000 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

Carol Int# .. 

JFK R-078 to 

2000 

C-dn_ 

600-1 

500-1 


11.5 miles clock¬ 


8-dn-31R_ 

500-1 

500-1 


wise arc. 


A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

Carol Int#.. . ... .. 

DPK R-229. 

2000 




Carol Int#..... 

JFK R-190 to 






11.5 miles 

2000 





counterclock¬ 






wise arc. 





LOM (final).... . 

Direct__ 

1600 




LOM. 

Direct. 

1600 





200-5$ 

500-13$ 

500-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 132° Outbnd, 312® Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 312°—6.6 miles. ___ . 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.6 mile* after p issing LOM, make left climbln?: mrn 
to 2000' on JFK R-190 to Sandy Hook Int. Hold S, l-minute right turns, Inbnd crs010°or, when directed by ATC, moke right climbing turn to 1900' to Kennedy (IW)LUM, 
hold NE, 1-mlnute left turns, Inbnd crs 223®. 

Caution: Stralght-in and circling minimums do not provide clearance over 277' stack 1.1 mile SSE of Runway 4R. 

♦Carol Int: Int SE crs RTH IL 8 and DPK VOR R-220 (11.5 mile* DME fix JFK VOR R-128). 

City, New York; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, John F. Kennedy International; Elev., 12 *; Fac. Class., LOM; Went., RT; Procedure No. 3. Arndt. Orlg.; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64 
























































































Tuesday, April 7, 1964 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


4859 


ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minlmums 


From— 


To— 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Condition 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


More than 
66 knots 


More than 
2-engino, 
more than 
66 knots 


BHR VOR— 
Ucross FM~~ 
Fheridan FM. 
Ucross FM.... 


6HR RBn. 

Sheridan FM. 

Sheridan RBn# (final). 
Sheridan RBn_ 


Direct- 

Direct. 

Direct- 

Direct. 


6200 

6900 

6200 

6200 


T-dn 

C-dn 

A-dn. 


400-1 

800-1 

800-2 


400-1 

800-1 

800-2 


400-1 

800 -n* 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side of ere. 117° Outbnd, 207° Inbnd, 6200* within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, 6200". 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 297 c —1.4 miles. 

U visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minlmums or If landing not accomplished within 1.4 miles after passing BHR RBn, climb to 8000' on 
txnrinR 297° from BHR RBn Outbnd within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, climb to 8000* on the SI1R VOR R-295 within 20 miles. 

\ t ote: ADF and (an marker receivers required for execution of this procedure. 

MSA: 000°-090°—6800'; 090°-180°-14,500'; 180°-270°—15,200'; 270°-360°-10,000'. 
jqf SHR FM not received, procedure turn from SHR RBn at 6200' required. 

City Sheridan; State, Wyo.; Airport Name, Sheridon-County; Kiev., 4021'; Fac. Class., BTT; Ident., 6I1R; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 2; 

Dated, 22 Feb. 64 


Whlio TTrmcA Tnfc - . _ __ 

LOM. 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

i(i Rvlvfln lot 

LOM (final). 

Direct.—_- 

1800 

C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 

500-1H 





S-dn-13. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn._. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 


minlmums or If landiug not accomplished, within 4.6 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2000' on crs 

127 within 20miles. 

Caution: 990' radio tower 3.6 miles E of airport. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2100'; 090°-180°—2100'; 180°-270°—1900'; 270°-380°—1900'. 

City, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Pounds Field; Elev., 644'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., TV; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 4; Dated, 

16 Nov. 63 


Procedure turn W side N W ere. 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 2000' 
Minimum altitude over TY LOM on final approach crs, 1800'. 
Crs aud distance, facility to airport, 127°—4.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized lux 


2' By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.11(c) to read: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radiate are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet M8L. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
tulles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-cngin 

65 knots 
or less 

e or less 

More than 
66 knots 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 


— 



T-dn. 

C-<L. 

C-n. 

A-dn*. 

If aircraft Is equij 
3-mlle DME fli 
Odn..| 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

800-2 

)pod with oj 
: is received, 

"”1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

800-2 

mating VOJ 
minlmums fc 

II 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of ere. 276° Outbnd, 096° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1800'; at 3-mile DME fix 800'. 

Crs ond distance, facility to airport, 096°—6.8 miles; 3-inile DME fix to airport, 096°—3.8 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or If landing not accomplished within 6.8 miles after j)osslng UBS-VOR, climb to 1800' on 
crs of 096° within 20 miles. 

Note: 1. Weather service not available to public. 2. When authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 20 miles at 1800' to position aircraft for a straight-in approach 
with the elimination of a procedure turn. 

•Air Carrier Note: Alternate minlmums authorized for air carriers only, provided such air carriers have approval of their arrangement for weather service at this airport. 
MSB: 000°-090°—1700'; 090°-180°— lTOtf; 180°-270°—1800'; 270°-360°—1800'. 

City, Columbus; State, Miss.; Airport Name, Columbus-Loundes County; Elev.. 187'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., UBS; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 16 Sept. 62 


ADM VOR_ 

DUO VOR. . 

Direct _ __.... 

2600 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

LAW VOR.. . 

DUC VOR.. 

Direct_... 

2600 

C-dn.... 

600-1 

600-1 

NA 





B-dn-35. 

400-1 

400-1 

NA 





A-dn. 

•NA 

•NA 

NA 


Prooedure turn E sido of crs. 147° Outbnd, 327° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere, 2300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 327°—5.4 miles. 

. contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or if landiug not accomplished within 5.4 miles after passing DUC VOR, turn right, climb 

to 2IW and return to DUG VOR. 

changes: Deletes transitions from Bray Int and Temple Int. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2400'; 090°-180°—2300'; 180*-270°—2300'; 270°-360°-27tK)'. 

• a ea }! ier servlco not available to the general public. 

air l arrier Note: 800-2 authorized far carriers having approval of their arrangements for weather service at this airport. 

City. Duncan; State, Okla.; Airport Name, Halliburton Field; Elev., 1125'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., DUC; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 1; Dated, 22 June 63 

























































































4860 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


VOE Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(foot) 

Condition 

2-onglne or less 

65 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 

UnlvMfnn T? Tin __ 

GLS-VOR.. 

Direct.. 

UOO 

T-dn...._ 

300-1 

300-1 





C-dn_ 

500-1 

600-1 





S-dn-U. 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 


Celling and visibility minimum* 


More titan 
3-engine, 

mom than 
to knots 


2004* 

mcmk 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring by Iloaston approach control may be used to position aircraft on final approach within 10 miles. 

NW of Galveston VOR with elimination of proowlure turn. 

Procedure turn S side crs, 291° Outbnd, 111° Inbnd, 2200* within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 1100'; minimum altitude abeam GLS RBn on final approach ers, 000'.* 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, lll°—7.6 miles; abeam OL8 RBn, lil°—1.3 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 7.5 miles after passing GLS-VOR, climb to 1300' on 
R-Ul within 15 miles. 

Caution; 231' radio tower 7000' NE of airport. 157' water tank ESE of airport. _ 

•Descent below 000' not authorized until position abeam GLS RBn (011° bearing to GLS RBn) identified. 

City Oalveston* State, Tex.: Airport Name, Scliolee Field; Elov., T\ Fac. Class., BVOR; Idem., GLS; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 
" / Dated, 12 May 02 


LAW-VOR.—___ 

Direct__ 

2700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

T.AW.VOR _ 

Direct_ 

2600 

C-dn_ 

400-1 

600-1 

LAW-VOR.. 

Direct_ 

2600 

S-dn-35. 

400-1 

400-1 

J.AW-VOR 

Direct__ 

2600 

A-dn#.. 

800-2 

800-2 





Fort Sill Int_ 

Duncan VOR- 

Chattanooga Int... 
Temple Int- 


2004* 

600-IH 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. „ , . . , ... _ 

Procedure turn not authorized. Hold 8 of LAW VOR, R-167 Outbnd, 347® Inbnd, left turns, 1-mlnute, 2000'. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 347°—4.1 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.1 miles after passing LAW VOR, turn left and climb 
to 2600' on LA W VOR R-186 witliin 20 miles. 


#Fort 8111 approach control, at Post AAF (part time control zone). 

MSA: 000°-090°—2700'; 090°-18Q°—2300'; 180°-270°—3200'; 270°-3G0°—3500'. 


City, Lawton; State, Okla.; Airport Name, Lawton Municipal; Elcv., 1100'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., LAW; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; Eff. DaU^ 11 Apr. 64; 8up. Arndt. 
* ’ No. 6; Dated, 14 Doc. 63 


T-clnV 

C-dn_ 

A-dn_ 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

<V*M 

800-2 

800-2 


2004* 

600-1)* 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs. 300° Outbnd, 129° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 mile*. 

Minimum altitude over facility on^fiua^approach crs, 1600'. 

H visual ^^^ottetabhshed^pon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing M El-VOR, turn right, climb to 

200 °NarE- W hcVi l »uthwizedby ATC, DM E may be used within 20 miles at 2000' to position aircraft for a straight-ln approach with the elimination of a procedure turn. 

•Air Carrier Note: Takeoffs with less than 20O-H not authorized Runways 5-1 23. 

Caution- Trees GOO 7 2 miles E of airport. 1000' tower 2.5 miles E of airport. 880' tower 4.2 miles SE of airport. 

M8A: 006°-090 9 —2000'; 090°-180°—2000'; 180°-270°—1600'; 270®-300°—1600'. 

City Meridian- State. Miss.; Airport Name, Key Field; Kiev., 297'; Fac. Class.JIVORTAC; Ident., MEI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 

Dated, 8 Sept. 62 


IfiTiil RRn _ 

MIA VOR.. 

Direct. 

1500 

MIA VOR...... 

Marty Int* (final)_ 

Direct.. 

1000 



* 



T-dn*. 


300-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 


300-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 


200-M 

1000 - 1 )* 

1000-2 

1000-2 


C-d.. 

C-n——..... 

A-dn.___ 

If aircraft equipped with VO ft and ADF receivers op¬ 
erating normally and Marty Int* received the follow¬ 
ing minimums are authorized: 

C-dn..I 500-1 I 500-1 I 500-1)* 

S-dn-12...I 500-1 | 500-1 | 500-1 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 315° Outbnd, 135° Inbnd. 1600' within 10 miles. 
Procedure turn nonstandard to provide separation with northbound traffic. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500', over Marty Int* 1000'. 


Crs and distance, facility to airport, 138°—13.2 miles, Marty Int* to airport, 138°—4.6 miles. _ „ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.6 miles after passing Marty Int,* or 13.2 miles alter 
passing MIA VOR, climb to 1500' on R-138 within20 miles from MIA-VOR. r. 0 „ rt . . 

•Marty Int- Int of MIA VOR R-138 and 202° bearing to MF LOM or 8.6 miles DME fix on MIA VOR R-138 or 8.6-mile radar fix on MIA-VOR R-138. 

MSA: 000®-090°—2000'; 090*-180°—1500'; 180°-270°—1600'; 270°-360°—1200'. 

City Miami- State Fla.; Airport Name, Miami International; Elev.,9 / ; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., MIA; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 14; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Axndt. 
9 No. 13; Dated. 9 Feb. 63 


T-dn._ 

C-dn.. 

8-dn-13__ 
A-dn.- 


400-1 

400-1 

800-1 

800-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

800-2 


400-1 > 
800-1)* 
600-1 
800-2 


Procedure turn N Bide of crs, 302° Outbnd, 122* Inbnd, 7000' within 10 miles. Not authorised beyond 10 milea. 

Minimum altitude over facility on flnad^approaeh crs, 6700'. 

If'visual conta^n^MiUblh^ToSoH deooent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 4.9 miles after passing VOR, dimb to 8000' on R-l-’l 
within 20 miles. . . „ 

Note: All turns to be made on N side of course; high terrain to the 8. 

MSA: 000°-090°—GSOO'; 000°-180°—15,200'; 180°-270®—13,600'; 270°-3GO°—WOO'. 

City Sheridan; State. Wyo.; Airport Name, Sheridan County; Elcv., 4021'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., 8HR; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 3; Dated, 22 Feb. 64 


















































































Tuesday, April 7, 1964 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


4861 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Ucross FM_........... 

Sheridan FM (final). 

Direct.. 

5900 

T-dn 

400-1 

800-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-14 

800-2 




C-dn. 

A-dn. _ 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 121° Outbnd, 301° Inbnd, 6500 / within 10 mile# of Sheridan FM.* * 

Minimum altitude over Sheridan FM on final approach crs, 5900*. 

Crs and distance, Sheridan FM to airport, 300°—3.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.5 miles after passing Sheridan FM. climb straight 
ahead to 811 R-VOR and climb to SOCKF on R-205 within 20 miles. 

Note: nigh terrain S and W, all turns E side of crs. 

Notes: 1 . VOR and fan marker receivers required for execution of this procedure. 2. If 8HR FM not received, proceed to 8HR VOR at 6500'. 3. Final approach from 
holding pattern at VOR not authorized. Ih-ocedure turn required. 

MBA: 000°-090°-6800'; C90°-180°— l.\ 20 ty; 180°-27U°—13,600'; 270°-360°—lO.fiOO'. 

•Procedure based on unmonitored facility (8UR FM); if 811R FM not operating, procedure not authorized. 

City, Sheridan; State, Wyo.; Airport Name, 8herldan*County; Elev., 4021'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., SHR; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup 

Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 22 Feb. 64 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 11 Apr. 1904. 

City, Winner; State, 8. Dak.; Airport Name, Bob Wiley Field; Elev., 2038'; Fac. Class.. BVORTAC; Ident., ISD; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 15 Sept. 62; 8up. Arndt. 

No. Orig.; Dated, 23 June 62 

3. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.13 to read: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, heading?, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet M8L. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-englnc, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 11 Apr. 64. 


City, Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., DOU; Procedure No. TerVOR-3, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date. 7 Apr. 62; 8un 

Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 30 Apr. 60 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, Elective 11 Apr. 64. 

City, Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., HOU; Procedure No. TerVOR-21, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date 7 Apr 62- Sun 

Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 30 Apr. 60 


L8E-VOR__ 

ONA VOR...' 

ODI VOR. 

Holman Int . 


Midway Int.... 

Direct. 

2400 

2800 

2400 

1900 

T-d£_ 

•400-1 

*400-14 

600-1 

600-2 

400-1 

800-2 

•400-1 

•400-1,4 

600-1 

600-2 

400-1 

800-2 

Holman Int_ _....... 

Direct. 

T-n£_ 

Midway int.... 

Direct.. 

C~d 

Midway Int (final).... 

Direct.... 

C-n 



S-dn-13. 

A-dn_ 


#400-1 
#400-11$ 
600-1 4 
600-2 
400-1 
800-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 318° Outbnd, 138° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles of Midway Int. 

Minimum altitude over Midway Int on final approach crs, 2100'. 
lacility on airport. 

Crs and distance, Midway Int to VOR, 138°—5.1 miles. 

right climl^^im t clhnlf VO R^^SlS^Tthin d g mln lmums or tflandlng not accomplished, within 0.0 mile after passing LSE VOR, make Immediate 

Note; Procedure authorized only for aircraft equipped with dual Omni receivers operating simultaneously. 

Other change: Deletes Caution Note. 

MSA: 000 o -3fl0°—2800'. 

*300-1 authorized on Runways 31 and 36. 
authorized on Runways 31 and 36. 

of tbeLSE vOK° T 18 8aH2 alrcraft di 'Pnrtlng Runways 3,13,18 and 21, flight below 1000' beyond 2 miles of airport is prohibited between radlals 040° and 270°, inclusivo 

City, La Crosse; 8tate, Wls.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 653'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., LSE; Procedure No. TerVOR-13, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date. 11 Apr. 64; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 2] Dated, 1 Sept. 62 

































































4862 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Prociiddre—C ontinued 


Transition 

Ceiling 

; and visibility mlnlmums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englnc or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

66 knots 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

T.AF It Hn .... 

LSE VOR. 

Direct_ 

2400 

T-d**. 

*400-1 

*400-1 

#400-1 

ODI VOR 

LSK VOR _ _ 

Direct. 

2400 

T-n"... 

•400-1H 

*400-1)4 

#400-1 ^ 

Wectbv Int 

LSE VOR. 

Direct.. 

2400 

O-dn. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 





A-tin . . 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-7 





1 Following m 

Illiniums authorized after passing 

Inlt- 





O-d.. 

000-1 

600-1 

600-1^ 





C-n. 

600-2 

600-2 

6002 





S-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

6001 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

8002 


Procedure turn W side of era, 360° Outbnd, 170° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1700'. 

Facility on airport. 

Crs and distance, hreakoff point to Runway 18,176®—0.5 mile. . ...... ... . , _ _ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing ralnimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing LSE-VOR, make right climbing 
turn to 2400 / on R-318 LSE VOR within 10 miles. 

Other changes: Deletes Caution Note. 

MSA: 000°-360®—2800'. 

•300-1 authorized on Runways 31 and 36. 

1200-Hauthorized on Runways 31 and 36. . , . . 

# Authorized only for aircraft with dual omni receivers operating simultaneously or omni and ADF. — 

SNeetsie Int: Int LSE VOR R-360 and ODI VOR R-075 or 090° bearing from LSE RBn. .... 

••When weather is less than 800-2 aircraft departing Runways 3,13,18 and 21, flight below 1900^ beyond 2 miles of airport is prohibited between radials 040® and 270® inclu¬ 
sive of the L8E VOR. 

City, La Crosse; State, Wis.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elcv., 663'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., LSE; Procedure No. TerVOR-18, Arndt. 2; Efl. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 24 May 68 


LSE RBn 

LSE VOR. 

Direct. 

2900 

T-d#. 

*400-1 

*400-1 

#4001 

ODI-VOR 

LSE VOR. 

Direct. 

2900 

T-n#. 

*400-1Vi 

•400-1H 

#40014 

West by Int 

LSE VOR. 

Direct. 

2900 

C-d. 

600-1 

600-1 

60014 





C-n.. 

600-2 

600-2 

6002 





S-dn-36. 

600-1 

600-1 

6001 





A-dn._...._ 

800-2 

800-2 

8002 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 181® Outbnd. 001® Inbnd. 2900' within 10 miles of Ronnie Int.** 

Minimum altitude over Ronnio Int** on final approach crs, 2600'. 

Facility on airport. 

Crs and distance, Ronnie Int** to VOR, 001°—6.4 miles. „ , , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnlmums or if landiug not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing LSE VOR, make left climbing 
turn, climb to 2400* on LSK R-318 within 10 miles. 

Note: Procedure authorized only for aircraft with dual omni receivers operating simultaneously or omni and ADF. 

Other change: Deletes transmission from Hokah Int. 

MSA: 000®-360®—2800'. 

•300-1 authorized on Runways 31 and 36. 

1200-H authorized on Runways 31 and 36. 

••Ronnie Int: Int ODI VOR R-131 and LSE VOR R-181. , _ „ , , 

#Whcn weather Is less than 800-2 aircraft departing Runways 3,13,18 and 21, flight below 1900' beyond 2 miles of airport Is prohibited between radials 040® and 2/0° Inclu¬ 
sive of the LSK VOR. 

City, La Crosse; State, Wis.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 663'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., L8E; Procedure No. TerVOR-36, Amdt. 6; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 6; Dated, 26 Aug. 61 


Goffs VOR - . 

Crescent Int.... 

Direct. 

9000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

2004 

Boulder VOR 

Sloan Int..... 

Direct. 

8000 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

60014 

Goodsprlngs Int_ ..._ 

Sloan Lnt.... 

Direct.- 

8000 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Crescent Int 

Sloan Int... 

Direct. 

6100 





Sloan Int ..... 

Arden Ini (final).. 

Direct.. 

3800 














Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E sldo of crs, 165° Outbnd, 346® Inbnd, 8000* within 10 miles of Sloan Int. 

Minimum altitude over Sloan Int on final approach crs, 6100'; over Arden Int, 3800; over VOR, 2700'. 

VOR on airport. 

Crs and distance, Arden Int to VOR, 345®—4.0 miles. . . ... 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnlmums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing LAS VOR, turn right, cumo 
to 5000' on R-065 to Kids Int. 


City, Las Vegas; State, Nev.; Airport Name, McCarran Field; Elev., 2171'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., LA8; Procedure No. TerVOR R-165, Amdt. 2; F.fT. Pate, 

11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 14 Sept. 63 


8CK-VOR. 

MOD-VOR. 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

Woodward Int . 

MOD-VOR. 

Direct. 

2000 

C-dn. 

600-1 

500-1 

500-14 

SCK-VOR. 

Salida Int*_.. 

Direct.. 

2000 

A-dn#_ 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Salida Int*. 

MOD-VOR (final). 

Direct. 

600 














Procedure turn S side of crs. 274® Outbnd, 094° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 600'. 

Facility on airport. ... 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnlmums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing MOD-VOR. make rigni 
climbing turn to 2000' on MOD-VOR R-274 within 20 miles. 

Other change: Deletes radar authorization. 

•Salida Int: Int MOD-VOR R-274 and SCK-VOR R-147. 

# Alternate minimum of 800-2 authorized for air carriers with weather reporting service available at the airport. 

City. Modesto; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Modesto City-County; Elev., 96'; Fac. Class., L-VOR; Ident., MOD ; Procedure No. TerVOR-llL, Amdt. Orig.; EfT. Date. 

11 Apr. 64 
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Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procbdubb— Continued 


Transition 



Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engino or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

cr>r v r \P ___ 

MOD-VOR__ 

Direct...—.- 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

T-dn -.. 

300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

NA 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

NA 

200 -X 
500-ly 
500-1 
NA 

Wjwimttti Int_.... 

MOD-VOR. 

Direct.. 

C-dn_ 

S-dn-29R. 

Cf’l' car _ _ 

Sail da Int_._____ 

Direct_—. 

Cr.lUa Int __— _ -— 

MOD VOR. 

Direct. 

A-tin*.. 






Procedure turn S side of crs, 102° Outbnd, 282° Inbnd, lGOy within 10 miles. Procedure turn S side of crs to provide separation from Castle AFB traffic. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 000'. 

Facility on airport. Crs and distance, breakoiT point to approach end of Runway, 287°—0.2 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing miuimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile of MOD VOR, climb to 2000' on MOD VOR 
R-274 Within 20 miles. 

other change: Deletes radar authorization. 

•Alternate minimum of 800-2 authorized for air carriers with weather reporting service available at the airport. 

City Modesto: State, Calif.: Airport Name, Modesto City-County; Kiev., 96'; Fac. Class.. L-VOR; Idcnt., MOD; Procedure No. TerVOR-29R, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 
; 64; Sup Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 25 Jan. 64 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 11 Apr. 1904. 

City. Modesto; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Modesto City-County; Kiev., 96'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Idcnt., MOD; Procedure No. TorVOR R-274, Amdt. Orig.; EH. Date, 

7 Sept. 63 

4. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures 
prescribed in § 97.15 to read: 

VOR-DME STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
mil- unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
66 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

10-mllc DME fix R-017_..._ 

5-milo DME fix R-017. 

5-mile DME fix R-017... 

Houston VOR (final). 

Direct . 

Direct. 

1500 

600 

T-dn.. 

C-dn. 

S-dn-2i. 

A-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-H 

600-1& 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Radar tlx may be used in lieu of DME fix. 

Frocodure turn W side of crs. 017° Outbnd, 197° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 500'.* 

Crs and distance breakoff point to approach end Runway 21,216°—0.7 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile IIOU VOR, climb to 2500' on R-218 within 20 

Hiilos. 

C at’tion: 1549' tower approximately 13 miles S W Houston International Airport. 1235' tower approximately 9 miles SE of HOU VOR. 

•After completion of procedure turn, descent below 1500' not authorized until passing 5-mlle DME fix. 

City, Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., n-BVORTAC; Ident., HOU; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 2, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. Dato, 

11 Apr. 64 


10-mfleDME fix R-231. 
fi-mile DME fix R-231.. 


5-mlle DME fix R-231. 

Direct.. _ 

1500 

T-dn_.. 

300-1 

300-1 

Houston VOR (final)...___... 

Direct_ 

500 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 




S-dn-3. 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 
500-1 Vi 
400-1 
800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Radar fix may be used in lieu of DME fix. 

I'rpcedon turn 8 side of crs. 231° Outbnd, 051° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach course, 600'.* 

Course and distance, breakoff point to approach end Runway 3, 036®—0.8 mile. 

23 ill s ^ Ual contact not frstebUsbed upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile HOU VOR, climb to 1G00' on R-036 within 

Caution: 1549' tower approximately 13 miles 8W Houston International Airport. 1235' tower approximately 9 miles SE of HOU VOR. 

After completion of procedure turn, descent below 2500' not authorized until passing 10-mile DME fix. 

C1, y* Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., HOU; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 3, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. Dato, 

11 Apr. 64 


Goffs VOR. 

^inO 110 DME fl * LAS R ~ 165 < Crescont 
8.4-mfie DME fix LAS R-105 (Sloan Int)... 


18.3-mile DME fix LAS R-165 (Cres¬ 

Direct___ 

9000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

cent Int). 



C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 

8.4-mtle DME fix LAS R-165 (Sloan 

Direct—......... 

6100 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

Int). 






4.0-mile DME fix LAS R-105 (final) 

Direct... 

3800 




(Arden Int). 







$00-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

I rocedure turn not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over 4.0-mUc DME fix R-165 (Arden Int) on final approach crs, 3800', over VOR, 2700'. 
v OR on airport. 

rs and distance, 4.0-mlIe DME fix R-165 (Arden Int) to airport, 345®-3A miles. 

, <uX , * ua i 1 ( ™?t act not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing LAS VOR, turn right, climb 
10 1!!^ °n R-m to 12.9-milo DME fix (Kids Int). 

to la n°JS? : ®uthorited byATC. DME may be used from 15.0 miles to 19.0 miles at 8000' altitude from LAS R-210 counterclockwise to LAS R-165 and from 15.0 miles 

,u miles at 7000' altitude from LAS R-029 clockwise to LAS R-165 to position aircraft for a straight-ln approach wdth the elimination of the procedure turn. 

( ity, Las Vegas; State, Nev.; Airport Name, McCamm Field; Elev., 2171'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., LAS; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 

11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 20 July 63 

No. 68——3 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

VOR-DME Standard Instrument Aftb#ach Peocedure— Continued 


Transition 


Cellini 

; and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engin< 

65 knots 
or less 

0 or less 

More than 
65 knots 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
65 knots 

IT Art'll in R-l.t! 

Bayside Int... 

Direct. 

2000 

1700 

500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

2064* 

500-ltf 

506-1 

806-2 

Bayside Int ORF 041°. 

Ocean Park Int 6.2-mile DME fix. 

Ocean Park Int 6.2-ml DME fix. 

ORF VORTAC (final). 

Direct. 

Direct. 

C-dn*_ 

S-dn-22*. 

A-dn. 


Radar vectoring authorised in accordance with approved patterns. _ _ .. . . 

Procedure turn E side of era, 041° Outbnd, 221° Inbnd, 2000 ' witliin 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorised. 

Minimum altitude over 6.2-mlle DME fix or Ocean Park Int, 1700'. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach cars, 500*. . _ , „ „ _ w _ 

Crs and distance, DME fix to VOR 221°—6.2 miles; DME fix to airpm 5.7 miles; brcakoff point to runway 0.9 mile or 1.7 miles DME ___ „ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing miniinums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile of VOR, climb to 2500 on ORF R-233 direct 

t0 ^Notes''° 1 * Ocean *Park Int auSiodz^HoMion^DM E equipped aircraft In lieu of 6.2-mlle DME fix for 500-1 minlmums. 2. When authorized by ATC, DM E may l>c used 
within 10 miles at 1700' altitude to position aircraft for a straight-in approach with elimination of procedure turn. 

Caution: 209' tower 1.7 miles N of airport. . _ . . . , 

•If 6.2-mile DME fix or Ocean Park Int not received on final, minlmums of 700' apply. 

MSA: 000°-090®—1300 7 ; 090®-180°—1200'; 180°-270°—2100'; 270°-360°—1500'. 

Cltv Norfolk- 8tate, Va ; Airport Name, Norfolk Municipal; Elev., 26'; Fac. Class.. BVORTAC; ldcnt., ORF; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eli. Date 
** 11 Apr. 64 

5. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 97.17 to read: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet M8L. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. ..... . , . . 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by tho Administrator of the federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More than 
2*CDgine. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

\f 00/1 A1VQ Tut** 

Lima OM (final when Q8 not utilized). 

Direct. 

2500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

NA 

200-M 

300-4* 

600-2 

300-1 

NA 

600-2 

200-tf 

NA 

606-2 



C-dn. 

S-dn-HR#_ 

S-dn-HL'S. 

A-dn.. 


Procedure turn not authorized. Radar vectoring to final approach ers required. 

Crs, Romeo LOM to Runway 14R, 138°; Dima LOM to Runway 14L, 138°. ^ .. , ^ 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, HR—2200'; HL—3200'(2500 when authorized byATO). , .. ... . o mi u 

Altitude of glide slot* and distance to approach end of runway at OM, HR: 2133'—6.3 miles. 14L: 2481 —5.7 miles; at MM, 14R: 861 — 0.6 ^ii lile,14L. GOtf —0,6 nulc. 
When advised by the controller or If visual contact not established upon de*pnt to authorized landing robiimums or if landing not accompli^ed: Runway { lr £ 
to heading of lS® and climb to 1500', then make right climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to PDA-VOR via R-085, Runway 14L: turn left to heading of 120 and climb to 1500, 
make left climbing turn to 3600' and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD R-076. 

Runways 14R and 14L: Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reidentifled, be radar controlled. 

••Meadows Int: Int NW era OHA IL8 and OBK R-213. 

•No approach lights. 

#S-dn-14R: 400-*,* required when glide slope not utilized. 

?CoTjes- l *(i) U^of^is^KK^duresis mandatory when conducting a parallel IL8 approach, and Is authorized only when airborne 75 me (or ADF), localizer ftjC 
recclv^ E ^ operating simultaneously, A radar fix in lieu of Meadows Intersection will be provided upon Dilot's request. (2) When any required afrborne rowdvw inXM 
(1) Is malfunctioning or a parallol approach is not desired, immediate notification of approach control Is mandatory. (3) When advised that yfS aTC ^i!ot 

the plbtwlU check his authorization and restrictions for Runways 14L and HR, and be prepared to aooept or reject an approach to cither. (4) When advised by ATC, pilot 
shall monitor both control frequency and localizer voice continuously during tho remainder of the approach. 

City Chicago; State, DL; Airport Name, O’Haro International; Elev., 667'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ORp I-OHA; Procedure No. Parallel ILS-14R and 14L, Arndi. I 
^ ^ Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 15 Dec. 62 


CGT VOR ..-. 

Stack Int#. 

Via COT R-356 

3500 

T-dn. 

300-1 
400-1 
400-K 

300-1 

600-1 

4004* 



and 8E crs 

ORD ILS. 
Direct.. 


O-dn. 

S-dn-32L. 

API VOR 

Stack Int# (Final not authorized)- 

Stack Int#. 

3500 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

Nlipc T n t 

Via API R-088 

3500 




non VOR 

Stack Int# (final not authorized). 

and SE era 

OHA ILS. 
Direct. 

3500 




OBK VOR -- 

Stack Int# (final not authorized). 

Direct. 

3500 




StArk Tnti 

BEG Rbn (final). 

Direct. 

2300 




Iiflki'wnfxl Int 

ORD VOR. 

Via OBK U-271 

3500 






and ORD VOR 
R-306. 






2064* 

600-4* 

4004* 

800-2 


Radar transition to final approach crs authorized. Aircraft may be reloased for final approach Inbnd to BEG Rbn on final approach era to cross BL Rb 

Procedure turn E side of era, 138* Outbnd, 318° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles of 8ta<* Int.# 

Minimum altitude over BEG Rbn on final approach crs, 2300', over 8tack Int# 3500\ 

landing minimum, or If landing not accomplish within 5.6 miles alter passing BEQ Rbn. turn left to 300= 

heading climb to 1500'. then make left climbing turn to 3500' and proceed direct to DPA VOR. .... o VOSI installed. 

Notes: 1. Functioning VOR receiver required unless a radar vector to final approach crs is obtained. 2. No glide slope, or middle oompass locator. 

4. Aircraft executing missed approach may be radar controlled after radar Identification. 

Caution: Takeoffs on Runway 27 when wef " 

32L when weather is below 2000-3 will intercept < 

be mistaken for approach lights. ___ 

#8tack Int: Int SE era ORD ILS and API-VOR R-073. gu „ 

City, Chicago; 8tate, HL; Airport Name, O’Hare International; Elev., 667'; Fac. Claw., ILS; Ident., I-ORD; Procedure No. IL8-32L, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, l pr. 

Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 29 Sept. 62 


eceiTer iwjturou uuivw » ioihm ywws ««« — —--- —--• 

R-2S0and chmb to2000' Ja^on 3 « 

dll intercept ORD-VOR R-306 and climb to2000' before proceeding westbound. Motel sign 1 H miles from approach end Runway 
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4865 


ILS Standard Instrument AprnoAcn Procedure— Continued 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Coarse and 
distance 

Minimum 

altltudo 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engino or loss 

More than 
2-engino, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 

nr'.T VHP _ 

Park Int#. 

Via COT R-356 
and SE ers 

OH A ILS. 
Direct. 

3500 

3500 

3500 

3500 

3500 

2300 

3500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

2004$ 
500-1 X 
400-1 
800-2 

i pt van __ _ 

Park Int# (final not authorized). 

C-dn.. 

S-dn-32R. ... 

A-dn.... 

V'JTiw Tnfr _ - ___- 

Park Int#. 

Via API R-088 
and SE ers 

OHA ILS. 

Direct_ 

Direct. 

Direct.... 


ORD VOR.-. 

OBK VOR__ 

Jjjff m m mmmm rnmmmmm m-m-m — mrnmm m mmmmm-mmm 

Park Int# (final not authorized)... 

Park Int# (final not authorized). 

FMR Rbn (final). 

Lakewood int.—-- 

ORD VOR. 

Via OBK R-271 
and ORD VOR 
R-306. 


R*<Jar transition to final approach ers authorized. Aircraft may be released for final approach Inbnd to FMR Rbn on final approach ers to cross FMR Rbn at 2300'. 
Procedure turn E side of ers, 138° Outbnd, 318° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles of Park Int.# 

Minimum altltudo over FMB Rbn on final approach ers, 2300'; over Park Int# 3600'. 

Crs and distance, FMR Rbn to airport. 318°--o.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 5.7 miles of FMR Rbn, turn right to 335° heading, 
climb to 1500' then make right climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD VOR R-075. 

Notes 1. Functioning VOR receiver required unless a radar vector to final approach course is obtained. 2. No glide slope, middle compass locator or approach lights. 
3. Aircraft executing missed approach may bo radar controlled after radar identification. 

Caution: Takeoffs on Runway 27 when weather is below 2000-3 will intercept ORD-VOR R-250and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs on Runway 
32L when weather is below 2000-3 will intercept ORD-VOR R-306 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Motel sign 1 % miles from approach end Runway 32L 
nuy be mistaken fbr approach lights. 

?Park Int; Int Bw ers OlIA ILS and API-VOR R-073. 

Ciiy Chicago; State, HI.; Airport Name, O'Hare International; Elev., 667'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident.. I-OHA; Procedure No. ILS-32R, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 19 May 62 


Mt Healthy Int 

81 LOM. 

Direct... 

2200 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

2004$ 

New Baltimore Int. 

SI LOM (final). 

Direct.. 

2000 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 

600-IK 

Union Int _ . ___ _ _ 

SI LOM. 

Direct. 

2300 

S-dn-18*_ 

200-H 

600-2 

20O-H 

600-2 

2004$ 

600-2 

CVO VOR . __ 

SI LOM. 

Direct_ _ 

2300 

A-dn...._ 

LUK LFR..... 

81 LOM . 

Direct.. 

2700 










Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of ers. 300° Outbnd, 180° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide siojk? interception Inbnd, 2000'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1973'—4.0 miles; at MM, 1064'—0.5 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mini mums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 2000' on S ers of ILS to OV LOM. Hold S, 1-minute 

right turns, 360° Inbnd. 

Caution: 1746' tower 13 miles NE of airport; 1167' tower 19 miles NNE of airport; 1120' tower 11 miles NW of airport. 

•400-1 required when glide slope not utilized. 

City, Covington; State, Ky.; Airport Name, Greater Cincinnati; Elev., 890'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-SIC; Procedure No. ILS-18, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. 

No. Orig.; Dated, 12 Dec. 63 


Echo Int_ 

LOM. 

Direct... 

2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-M 

Dothan VOR... 


Direct__ 

2000 

C-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

800 11 < 

Hartford Int__ 

LOM. 

Direct.. 

2000 

S-dn-6*. 

300-^ 

000-2 

300-* 

600-2 

30044 

600-2 

Enterprise RBn.__ 

LOM_v_ 

Direct_ 

2000 

A-dn_ 






Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of era, 238° Outbnd, 058° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Nonstandard due to airway 8. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2000'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM 1983'—5.8 miles; at MM 496'—0.5 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, turn left, climb to 2000' on R-280 OZR-VOR within 20 miles. 
Note: Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. 

Other change: Deletes minimum altitude over LOM. 

•400-# required when glide slope not utilized. 

City, Fort Rucker; State, Ala.; Airport Name, Cairns AAF; Elev., 306'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-OZR; Procedure No. ILS-6, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 

Orig.; Dated, 8 Dec. 62 


OUB-VOR. 

Stadium Int........ 

Direct... 

2300 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

20044 

Little Rapids Inte_ 

Stadium Int. 

Direct.. 

2300 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

NMU 

Clare lnt$. 

Stadium Int. 

Direct. 

2300 

S-dn-24......... 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Freedom Int*. 

Stadium Int___...._ 

Direct.. 

2300 

A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Oneida Int**. 

Stadium Int........ 

Direct.. 

2300 




Green Bay LOM.... 

Stadium Int.. .. 

Direct... 

2300 






Procedure turn N side of ers, 059° Outbnd, 239° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles oi Stadium Int. 


~ —A altitude over Stadium Int on final approach ers, 2000'. 

Ors and distance. Stadium Int to airport, 239°—5.0 miles. 

, „ H visual conmjst not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.0 miles after passing Stadium Int, climb to 2300' 
on MS ers ORB ILS, proceed to LOM or, when directed by ATC, make right climbing turn to 2300', proceed direct to GRB-VOR. 

„ T ? : Du< - 2049' tower 7 miles 8E of airport, aircraft departing on Runway 18 which are southeastbound, climb to 2500' on runway heading before proceeding on ers. 
Aircraft departing Runway 12 which are southeastbound, turn left after takeoff, climb to above 2500' on an 076° bearing from the GR LOM before proceeding on ers. 
•Freedom Int: Int ORB VOR R-204 and 8 W ers ILS. 

. Int: Int GRB VOR R-181 and 8W ers ILS. 

JUttle Rapids Int: Int GRB VOR R-164 and SW ers ILS. 
g lore Int: Int GRB VOR R-130and NE era ILS. 

R_ow aRB vob NE or* n,s. 

MSA: 000 -360°—3000'. 

City, Green Bay; State, Wis.; Airport Name, Austln-Straubcl; Elev., 694'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident. I-GRB; Procedure No. ILS-24, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 1; Dated, 28 Dec. 63 






















































































































4866 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


IL8 Standard instrument Approach Procedure — Continued 


Transition 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altltudo 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englnc or loss 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Houston VOR 

LOM. 

Direct. 

2000 

2000 

2000 

•1300 

T-dn##. 

309-1 

409-1 

200-H 

609-2 

309-1 

500-1 

200-H 

600-2 

11 mis ton RBn_ __ ___ _ 

LOM_r_- - t- 

Direct... 

O-dn. 

Fairbanks Int mrm ___ 

LOM. 

Direct. 

8-dn-3#%_ 

A-dn__ 

Areola int ..... .,_ r _ 

LOM (Final). 

via LOO. 






Celling and visibility mini mu ms 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


500-11$ 

600-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side 8W cm, 216° Outbnd, 036° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude at glide slopo Interception Inbnd, 1300'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1260'—4.2 miles; at MM, 250'—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or If landing not accomplished, climb to 1600' on NE ers ILS within 20 miles or, when 

directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 1800' on IiOU VOR R-306. __ 

Caution; 1549' tower approximately 8.5 miles W of LOM. 1235' tower approximately 9.0 miles 8E of LOM. 

Other changes: Delete* transitions from Houston FM. Radar note revised, 
required when glide slope not utilized. 

»™,«nt below 2000' not authorized until established on localizer. _ „ ... „ .. 

##Runway visual range 2600' also authorized for takeoff on Runway3in lieu of 200-H ^dien 200-H authorized; provided high-intensity runway lights are operational. 
#Runway visual range '2600' also authorized for landing on Runway 3; provided that all components of the ILS, high-intensity runway lights, approach lights, condenser- 
dlscbargc flashers, outer compass locator and all related airborne equipment are in satisfactory operating condition. Descent below 250' shall not be made unless visual contact 
with the approach lights has boon established or the aircraft is clear of clouds. 

City. Houston; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elcv., 50'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-HOU; Procedure No. ILS-3, Amdt. 24; Efl. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 23- Dated, 3 Nov. 62 




Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

309-1 


Mftririian VOR 

LOM OIW 



RtniUmi Tnt. _ 

LOM (UW 1 


Direct... 

2000 

O-dn. 

500-1 

600-1 


Decatur Tnt. , r1 _ 

LOM (HW^ 


Direct.. 

2000 

B-dn-1#. 

3094$ 

3004$ 


Nonrt/m Int _ _ 

LOM (H^ 


Direct.. 

2000 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 


Rfwe, THU Tnt .. 

LOM HW 


Direct_ 

2000 





York Int 

LOM HW, 


Direct.. 

2000 














200-H 

600-1J$ 

300-fi 

600-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in aeoordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of era, 184* Outbnd, 004° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at giido slope interception Inbnd, 1700'. , lflf ^ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM 1700 / —4.5 miles, at AIM 506-0.6 mile. _ ,» .. 

If visual contact not estabUsbed upon descent to authorized landing mini mums or if landing not accomplished, turn left, climb to 2000, proceed direct to MEI VOR. Ilold 
NW on R-309,1-mlnute right turns or, when directe<l by ATO, turn left and return to LOM at 2000'. ., . .. « . . T> , 

Note: Takeoffs with lees than 2004$ not authorized on Runways 5 and 23. No approach lights. Overrun lights and high-intensity runway lights only on Runway 1-19 

KUn CAUTK>N: C Tr©M OOfr 2 mile* JL of airport. 1000' tower Z 5 miles E of airport. 830' tower 4.2 miles 8E of airport. 

#500-1 required when glide slope not used. 

City Meridian;State, Miss.; Airport Name,Key Fh?ld;Elcv., 297'; Fac. Class., IL8; Ident., I-MBI; Procedure No. IL8-1, Amdt. 7; Efl. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. No,6; 
" Dated, 14 July 62 


MTA-VOR 

LOM . 

Direct. . 

1600 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 


t> uv’ V O R 

LOM . 

Direct. 

1500 

C-dn. 

600-1 

500-1 


MIA RRn 

LOM. 

Direct. 

1500 

8-dn-9L*_ 

200-H 

200-H 


ITrAfrif) Tnt 

LOM (final) . 

Direct-- 

1300 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 


VH F Tnt 

LOM . 

Direct . . 

1600 





Dqvchnm VtTK Tnt 

LOM. 

Direct. 

1500 





RPR RHn 

LOM ___ _ 

Direct. 

1600 














200-H 

500-1}$ 

200-H 

600-2 


Radar vectoring authorised in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn N side of ers, 266° Outbnd, 086° Inbnd, 1400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1300'. __ „ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1228'—4.5 miles; at M M, 192 —0.6 mile. . <mK ,. ,^ v 

If vlsirnl contact nS oeUblisbetl upondesamt to authorized land Ing minim ums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 1500 on E ers IL8 within 20 miles or climb to 150ir 
on ers of 086 ° from MF-LOM within 20 miles. a „ , 

Note: Holding pattern with 086° Inbnd ers, left turns may be used in lieu of procedure turn. 

•40044 required when glide slope inoperative. 

City Miami- State. Fla.; Ateport Name, Miami International; Kiev., 9'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MFA; Procedure No. IL8-OL, Amdt. 3; Efl. Date, II Apr. 64; Sup. Amdt. 
’ No. 2; Dated, 22 Dec. 62 


Tnt 

LOM . 

Direct . . 

4000 

3000 

2000 

2000 

4000 

1700 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

700-2 

700-3 

3004$ 

700-2 

700-3 

300-1 

700-2 

700-3 

3004$ 

700-2 

700-3 

Cnllnne VHP 

LM M . 

Direct.. 

C-d. 

Ralinoc VOR 

Marina Int _ .._-_-__ _ 

Direct _ 

Direct . 

C-n . 

Vfortfi a Tnt 

LOM .. 

S-dn-10# _ 

Rhark Tnt 

Seal Int.. ___.................. 

Direct . 

A-d_ 

u„„l Tnt** 

LOM (final) . 

Direct . 

A-n _ 






aoo-tf 

700-2 

700-3 

900-U 

700-3 

700-3 


> side of W ers, 276° Outbnd, 096° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude at glide slop* interception Inbnd, 1700'. 


Procedure turn S s 


Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 


If visual conhwt no?MlS)li^<f«^»n 0 (^cent C tfl «l?hwizwi'tendtagmto\mums - OT U UmdlngVot^ftcrompUsh^l^make Immolate left climbing turn, proceed direct to LOM 

<ain 0*VTmN?*CtrSlng 1 ^mrnimums donot^pfo^ldc^Uuutard clearonccoTOr terrain 6 of airport. All moncoTcrlng for circling approaches must be accomplished north of localUer 

CfS ‘ Air Carrier Note: No reductions in visibility mlnimums authorized, except for takeoff on Runway 28. 

•509-1 required for takeoff Runway 6._ 

••Seal Int: Int W ers MRY ILS and R-306 BSR-VOR. , w , _ . . _ .. 

#409-1 required with any component of the IL8 inoperative except that 700-lH required with glide slope inoperative. 

City. Monterey; State, Calif.; Airport Nome, Monterey Peninsula; Elcv., 220'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MRY; Procedure No. IL8-10, Amdt. 10; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64, P 

Amdt. No. 9; Dated, 25 Jan. 64 
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ILS Standard instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling and visibility mlninrpimfl 


From— 


To- 


Course and 
distanoe 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Condition 


2-onglne or loss 

More than 
2'engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

300-1 

300-1 

2004$ 

500-1 

600-1 

500-1H 

3004* 

3004* 

3004* 

600-2 

000-2 

600-2 


p 0 rk VO R • 

D ( vr Park VOR (23.4-mIle DM£ fix JFK 

K-078). 

Soinly Hook Int- -- —.... —«. 

Saii'iy Hook Int (19-iuile DME fix JFK 

R-iflO). 


Carol Int#- 

Kennedy VOR.— 


Carol Int#... 
Carol Int#... 

Carol Int#... 
Carol Int#... 

LOM (final) 
LOM. 


DPK R-229_ 

JFK R-078 to 
11.Entile clock¬ 
wise arc. 

DPK R-229_ 

JFK R-190 to 
11.5-mile coun¬ 
ter clockwise 
arc. 

Direct__ 

Direct. 


2000 

2000 


2000 

2000 


1500 

1500 


T-dn*_ 

C-dn. 

S-dn-31R%. 
A-dn_ 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved.patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 side of SE era, 132° Outbnd, 312* Inbnd. 1500' within 10 miles. 

M inlmum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1600\ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1466—5.6 miles; at MM, 198'—0.G mile. 

i f visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb straight ahead to 600', make climbing left turn to 2000' 
on JFK R-190 to Sandy Hook Int (19-inile DME fix). Hold 8, 1-minute right turns. Inbnd era010°. 

Caution: Circling minimums do not provide standard clearance overstark 277' 1.1 miles SSE of Runway 4R. 

#Carol Int: Int SE era RTH ILS and DPK VOR R-229 (11.5-mile DME fix JFK VOR R-128). 

•Runway visual range 2000 7 is authorized for takeoil on Runway 31L and 4R in lieu of 2004* when 2004* is authorized, provided associated high-intensity runway lights are 

operational. 

400-1 required when glide slope not utilized. 

City, New York; 8tatc, N.Y.; Airport Name, John F. Kennedy International; Elev.. 12*', Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-RTH; Procedure No. IL8-31R, Arndt. Orlg.; EtT. Date, 

II Apr. 64 


PDX VOR 
UBG VOR. 
Pearson Int. 
Buxton Int., 


Levee Int____ 

Levee Int. 

Levee Int. 

Levee Int (final).. 


Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 


3200 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

300-1 

3200 

C-dn#. 

700-1 

• 700-1 

3200 

S-dn-lOL. 

600-1 

600-1 

2900 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


2004 $ 

700-1H 

600-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 side of era, 278° Outbnd, 098° Inbnd, 3200' within 10 miles of Levee Int. 

Minimum altitude over Levee Int on final approach era. 2900'; over Portal Int, 1000\ 

Crs and distance, Levee Int to airport, 098°—9.8 miles; Portal Int to airport, 098°—1.4 miles. 

No glide slope. (Back course.) 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or Iflonding not accomplished within 4.4 miles after passing Portal Int. climb to 3700' direct 
tf !A LOM continue climb in a 1-minute left turn holding pattern E of IA LOM or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 4000' direct to PDX VOR. 

Note: Dual VIIF receivers required for this approach. 

•2004* authorized Runways 10R/L and 28R/L only. 700-2 required oil Runways 2 and 20. 

♦Caution: 600' terrain 1.8 miles SE of airport. 

i ny, Portland; State, Oreg.; Airport Name, Portland International; Kiev., 23'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-IAP; Procedure No. ILS-10L (Back course), Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 

11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 16 Nov. 63 


Tyler RBn_ t _ , v 

LOM. 

Direct... 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 2004* 

Mt. Svlvan Int_ 

LOM (final). 

Direct__ 

1800 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 600-ly* 

Fruilvalc Int ... 

Mt. Sylvan Int ___ 

Via NW era ILS.. 

2000 

R-dn-13 _ 

2004 * 

2004 * 2004 * 

H IiKe Bouse Int___ 

LOM. 

Direct___ 

2000 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 600-2 

(HiO-VOR_ __ 

White House Int. 

Direct. 

2200 





Procedure turn W side NW era, 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope int Inbnd, 1800\ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM 1800'—4.6 miles, at MM 720'—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 2000' on SE era ILS (127°) within 20 miles. 
Caution: 990' rodio tower 3.6 miles E of airport. 


c *ty, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport Nome, Pounds Field; Elcv., 544'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-TYR; Procedure No. ILS-13, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 

Dated, 16 Nov. 63 


TYR RBn. 

Lake Tyler Int 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-J* 

500-m 

400-1 

r.ao-voR. 

White House Int. 

Via R-240. 

2200 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

White House Int.. 

Lake Tyler Int (final)_ 

Direct... 

1800 

S-dn-31. 

400-1 

400-1 

Mt. Sylvan Int._... 

Lake Tyler Int___...___ 

Direct.._ 

2000 

A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 






Procedure turn E side SE era, 127° Outbnd, 307* Inbnd, 2000* within 10 miles of Lake Tyler Int. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

No glide slope. Altitude over Lake Tyler Int, 1600'. 

Cre and distance, Lake Tyler Int to Runway 31, 307*—4.8 miles. 

contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after passing Lake Tyler Int climb to 
2000'on N W era of ILS within 10 miki. 

Caution: 990' radio tower 3.6 miles E of airport. 

City, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Pounds Field; Kiev., 544'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-TYR; Procedure No. ILS-31, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 4; Dated, 16 Nov. 63 


I 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


6 . By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in § 97.19 to read: 

Radab standard Instbumint Approach Pbocbdur* 

Bearings, headings, courses and radiate are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet, MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. • 

If a radar Instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following Instrument procedure, unless an approach te conducted 
in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorised by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitude^) shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be esiat>. 
Ikshed with the radar controller. From initial oontact with radar to final authorised landing minimum*, the instructions of the radar controller aro mandatory except whoa 
(A) visual contact Is established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimum*, or (B) at pilot’s discretion If it appears desirable to discontinue 
the approach, except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall bo executed as provided below when (A) oonununk v ion 
on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller 
(0) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum*; or (D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 



• 

Minimum 


2-eugino or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more lima 

66 knots 

From— 

To- 

w 

Courso 

distance 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

05 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


180®. 

0-20 mlk». 

•••2000 

Surveiilanoo approach 


_ _ 

IKO 0 .._ 

248°. 

0-15 miles__ 

•••2000 





180°. . .......____ 

248* ..............._ T -.. rT .,„ T _ 

15-20 miles. 

•••2300 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

500-14 

600-2 





C-dn-14L and 

R, 32L and 

R, 27, 22**_ 

C-dn-4 ... ... 

400-1 

600-2 

500-1 

600-2 





S-dn-14L and 

R, 32L and 

R, 27, 22**_ 

8-dn-t.. 

400-1 

600-2 

400-1 

600-2 

400-1 

600-2 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 






Precision approach 





T-dn%*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

500-4 





C-dn.. 

400-1 

600-1 




* 

S-dn-14 R, 27#... 
S-dn-32L. 22, 

14 L, 32 R, 4_ 

A-dn____ 

200-H 

SS? 

200-K 

30O-H 

600-2 

20041 

300-4 

600-2 







All bearings aro from radar site with sector azimuths progressing clockwise. _ 

•••Radar control will provide 1000" vertical clearance within a 3-milc radius of towers 1187' 15 miles NW, MAO' 5.5 miles W, 1413' 4.0 miles W, ISOS' 7.2 miles 8^ , 1185 1.8 
miles SW, 1120' 3.5 miles 8VV 1504' 14.2 miles SE, 1260' 10 miles 8SW and 1080' 14.3 miles SSW. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished: Runway 4: Climb straight ahead to 3600 and proceed to 
Evanston Int via ORD-VOR U-075 or, when directed by ATC, climb straight ahead to 2500' and proceed to OBK VOR via R-170. Runway 27: Climb to Mao' on a ers of 
288° and proceed to Dl'A-VOR via R-068or, when directed by ATC, climb to3500' on ORD-VOR R-271 and proceed to Elgin Int via ORD-VOR R-271. Runway 22: Climb 
to 3500' on a ers of 220° and proceed to DPA-VOR via R-073 or, when directed by ATC, make left climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD-V OR Rhj75. 
Runway 14R: Turn right to heading 155°, climb to 1500', then make right climbing turn to3500' and proceed to DPA-VOR via R-085 or. when directed by ATC, turn right to 
hflftHin ir 155®, climb to 1600', make climbing right turn to3500' and proceed to Elgin Int via ORD-VOR R-271. Runway 32R: Turn right to 335° heading, climb to 150tf, tlf-n 
make right climbing turn to 3500 / and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD R-075. Runway 32L: Turn left to 300° beading, climb to 1500\ then make climbing left turn to 3W 
and proceed direct to DPA VOR. Runw ay 14L: Turn left to heading of 120® and climb to 1500', make left climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD R-075. 
Note: Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reldcntifted, be radar vectored. 

Caution: Runways 32L&R. Motel sign 1*4 miles from approach end Runway 32L may bo mistaken for approach lights. . _ _ _ 

•Takeoffs on Runway 27 when weather is below 2000-3 will intercept ORD-VOR R-250 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs on Runway 32L, when 
weather is below 2000-3. will Intercept ORD-VOR R-80G and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. 

••Do not descend !>ek>w 1200' until radar advises passing 020' tower 4.2 miles from end of Runway 22. , _ . 

IRunway visual range 2000' also authorized for landing on 14R, provided that all components of the PAR, high-intensity runway lights, condenser-discharge flashers, outer 
compass locator and all related airborne equipment are operating satisfactorily. Descent below 867' shall not be made unless visual contact with the approach lights lias been 

Wt %Runw < ay visualrange of 2000? ateo authorized for takeoff on Runway 14R in lieu of200-4 when 200-4 is authorized, provided hlgh-intensity runway lights are operations! 

City Chicago; State Ill.; Airport Name, O’llare International; Elcv., 667'; Fac. Class, and Ident., O’liare Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 0; Kff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; 8up.Anult. 

No. 8; Dated, 25 May 63 


AH directions...__ rT ^_ 

Radar site. ____ 

Within 25 mites_ 

1500 

160* clock wise 250*_____ 

Radar site_____ 

Within 25-40 mites.. 

3000 






Survcillanoe approach 


T-dn- 

C-dn-9L, 12_ 

C-dn-9R,30, 

27L, 27R.. 
8-dn-OL, 12. 
S-dn-27L, 27R.. 
S-dn-9R, 30. 
A-dn. 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 


300-4 

600-14 

500-14 

600-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar terminal area transition altitudes. Radar control will provide 1000' vertical clearance within 3 miles radius or 500' vertical clearance within 3-5 mites (inclusive) 
radius of antenna towers 1049', 997* and 734' 11 mites NNE and 04.T 20 mllos SW. All bearings are from tho radar site with sector azimuth progressing clockwise. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished, climb straight ahead to 1500\ then proceed direct to 
MIA-VOR or MIA “II". 

MSA: 000°-000°—2000'; Cfi0 c -180*—1400'; 180°-270 # -1600 / ; 270°-360°—1300'. 

City Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, International; Elcv., O'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Miami Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 11 Apr. 64; Sup. Arndt. No 1 

Dated, 28 Sept. 63 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

These amendments are made under the authority of sections 307(c), 313(a), and 601 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(0, 1354(a). 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 9,1964. 

G. S. Moore, 

Director , Flight Standards Service . 

(PH. Doc. 64-2435; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 8:45 a m.] 
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Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 

(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER H—DETERMINATION OF WAGE 
RATES 

(Sugar Determination 862.4] 

p ART 862—WAGE RATES; SUGAR 
BEETS 

Fair and Reasonable Wage Rates 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(1) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended (herein referred to as “act”), 
after investigation and consideration of 
the evidence obtained at the public hear¬ 
ings held during December 1963 and Jan¬ 
uary 1964, the following determination 
is hereby issued. 

§ 862.4 Fair and reasonable wage rates 
for persons employed in the produc¬ 
tion, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugar beets. 

(a) Requirements . A producer of 
sugar beets shall be deemed to have com¬ 
plied with the wage provisions of the act 
if all persons employed on the farm in the 
production, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugar beets shall have been paid in ac¬ 
cordance with the following: 


( iv) Regions other than California , 

Arizona and Nevada , when employed on 
g piecework basis lor hand labor opera- 
Uons not specified or defined or for har - 
ccstinsr. The piecework rate for any 
hand labor operation involving the re¬ 
moval of beets or weeds which is not'de- 
hned above, and for the operations of 
> loading, or gleaning 

shall be as agreed upon between the 
Producer and the worker: Provided, That, 
tiie average hourly rate of earnings of 
each worker for each operation shall be 
not l ess than $1.15 per hour computed 
on the basis of the total time such worker 
s employed on the farm for such opera¬ 
tions. 

(v) All regions, when employed on a 
7 me or piecework basis for other opera - 


( 1 ) Wage rates. All such persons shall 
have been paid in full for all such work 
and shall have been paid wages in cash 
therefor at rates as agreed upon between 
the producer and the worker, but not less 
than the following: 

(i) All regions , when employed on a 
time basis. For the hand labor opera¬ 
tions of hoeing, hoe trimming, block¬ 
ing and thinning, weeding, pulling, top¬ 
ping, loading, or gleaning: $1.15 per hour: 
Provided: That, for workers 14 to 16 
years of age the hourly rate specified 
herein may be reduced by not more than 
one-third. The act.does not permit the 
employment of workers 14 to 16 years of 
age for more than 8 hours per day with¬ 
out deductions from Sugar Act pay¬ 
ments. 

(ii) California , Arizona and Nevada, 
when employed on a piecework basis for 
the following hand labor operations. For 
hoeing, hoe trimming, blocking and 
thinning, weeding, pulling, topping, load¬ 
ing, or gleaning the piecework rate shall 
be as agreed upon between the producer 
and the worker: Provided: That, the 
average hourly rate of earnings of each 
worker for each operation shall be not 
less than $1.15 per hour when com¬ 
puted on the basis of the total time such 
worker is employed on the farm for such 
operation. 

(iii) Regions other than California, 
Arizona and Nevada. When employed 
on a piecework basis for the hand labor 
operations in the following table: 


tions. For all other operations in the 
production, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugar beets for which no minimum rate 
is provided for herein, the rate shall be 
as agreed upon between the producer 
and the worker. 

( 2 ) Compensable working time. For 
work performed under subparagraph ( 1 ) 
of this paragraph, compensable working 
time includes all time which the worker 
spends in the performance of his duties 
except time taken out for meals during 
the work day. Compensable working 
time commences at the time the worker 
is required to start work in the field and 
ends upon completion of work in the field. 
However, if the producer requires the op¬ 
erator of mechanical equipment, driver 
of animals or any other class of worker 


to report to a place other than the field, 
such as an assembly point, stable, tractor 
shed, etc., located on the farm, the time 
spent in transit from such place to the 
field and from the field to such place is 
compensable working time. Any time 
spent in performing work directly re¬ 
lated to the principal work performed 
by the worker, such as servicing equip¬ 
ment, is compensable working time. 
Time of the worker while being trans¬ 
ported from a central recruiting point 
or labor camp to the farm is not com¬ 
pensable working time. 

Cb) Workers not covered. The require¬ 
ments of this section are not applicable 
to workers performing services which 
are indirectly connected with the pro¬ 
duction, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugar beets, including but not limited to, 
mechanics, welders, and other mainte¬ 
nance workers or repairmen. 

(c) Proof of compliance. The pro¬ 
ducer shall furnish upon request to 
the appropriate Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation County Committee 
acceptable and adequate proof which 
satisfies the Committee that all workers 
have been paid in accordance with the 
requirements of this section. 

(d) Subterfuge. The producer shall 
not reduce the wage rates to workers 
below those determined herein through 
any subterfuge or device whatsoever. 

(e) Claim for unpaid wages. Any 
person who believes he has not been 
paid in accordance with this section may 
file a wage claim with the Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service 
County Office against the producer on 
whose farm the work was performed. 
Detailed instructions and wage claim 
forms are available at the County ASCS 
Office. Such claim must be filed within 
two years from the date the work with 
respect to which the claim is made was 
performed. Upon receipt of a wage 
claim the County ASCS Office shall 
thereupon notify the producer against 
whom the claim is made, concerning the 
representation made by the worker. 
The County ASC Committee shall ar¬ 
range for such investigation as it deems 
necessary and the producer and worker 
shall be notified in writing of its recom¬ 
mendations for settlement of the claim. 
If either party is not satisfied with the 
recommended settlement, an appeal may 
be made to the State Agricultural Stabil¬ 
ization and Conservation Service Office. 
The address of the State ASCS Office will 
be furnished by the local County ASCS 
Office. Upon receipt of the appeal the 
State ASC Committee shall likewise con¬ 
sider the facts and notify the producer 
and worker in writing of its recommen¬ 
dations for settlement of the claim. If 
the recommendation of the State ASC 
Committee is not acceptable, either party 
may file an appeal with the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator, State and County Opera¬ 
tions, Agricultural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C., 20250. 
All such appeals shall be filed within 15 
days after receipt of the recommended 
settlement of the respective committee, 
otherwise such recommended settlement 
will be applied in making payments 
under the act. If a claim is appealed to 


Operations and Rated per Acre by Wage District 


Hand labor operations 

1 

n 

IH 

Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Michigan, 
Minnesota, North 
Dakota (eastern), 
Ohio, and any 
other States not 
specified in Wage 
^Districts II and 
111 

Colorado, Idaho 
(southern and 
eastern), Kansas, 
Montana (ex¬ 
cept western), 
Nebraska, Okla¬ 
homa, New 
Mexico, North 
Dakota (west¬ 
ern), South 
Dakota, Texas, 
Utah, and 
Wyoming 

Idaho (western), 
Montana 
(western), 
Oregon, 
Washington 

(A> p^ ing—removing weeds and excess beets with a hoe 

only. 

$11.00 

13.25 

18.75 

0.75 

$11.50 

13.76 

19.25 

7.25 

$11.00 

13.26 

18.76 

8.76 

(B) Hoe trimming—removing weeds with a hoe and by 

m ha ?? and removtng excess beets with a hoe only. 

Mocking and thinning—removing weeds and excess 
/r . with a hoe ana by hand. 

(l>) i'ceding—removing weeds with a hoe and by hand 
following either (A). (B), or (C) above... 


Writ ™ c T 1 * at>ove may be reduced by not more than the indicated percentages for the follow- 

28 Ulche ® nlor * but 1«*» than 31 inches, 20 percent; 31 Inches or more but less Uian 34 indies, 26 
percent, M inches or more, 30 percent. 
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the Deputy Administrator, State and 
County Operations, his decision shall be 
binding on all parties Insofar as pay¬ 
ments under the act are concerned. 

(f) Effective period. The provisions 
of this section shall become effective on 
the date of filing this section with the 
Federal Register and shall remain in 
effect until amended, superseded, or 
terminated. 

Statement of Bases and Considera¬ 
tions —(a) General . The foregoing de¬ 
termination provides fair and reasonable 
wage rates to be paid for work performed 
by persons employed on the farm in the 
production, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugar beets as*one of the conditions with 
which producers must comply to be 
eligible for payments under the act. 

(b) Requirements of the act and 
standards employed. Section 301(c)(1) 
of the act requires that all persons em¬ 
ployed on the farm in the production, 
cultivation, or harvesting of sugar beets 
with respect to which an application for 
payment is made, shall have been paid 
in full for all such work, and shall have 
been paid wages therefor at rates not 
less than those that may be determined 
by the Secretary to be fair and reasonable 
after investigation and due notice and 
opportunity for public hearing; and in 
making such determination the Secre¬ 
tary shall take into consideration the 
standards therefor formerly established 
by him under the Agricultural Adjust¬ 
ment Act, as amended (i.e., cost of living, 
prices of sugar and byproducts, income 
from sugar beets and cost of production) # 
and the differences in conditions among 
the various sugar producing areas. 

(c) Wage determination . This deter¬ 
mination increases the minimum hourly 
rate for the specified hand labor opera¬ 
tion 10 cents—from $1.05 to $1.15 per 
hour, and increases the piecework rates 
$1.00 per acre for the operation of hoe¬ 
ing; $1.25 per acre for the operation of 
hoe trimming; $1.75 per acre for blocking 
and thinning; and 75 cents per acre for 
weeding. Wage District I is enlarged to 
include any States not specified in Wage 
District II or ni. Other provisions of 
the determination are the same as for 
the 1963 crop. 

Public hearings were held in Salt Lake 
City. Utah; Fargo. North Dakota; 
Detroit, Michigan; San Antonio, Texas; 
McAllen, Texas; and Stockton, Califor¬ 
nia during the period December 6, 1963 
through January 13, 1964. These hear¬ 
ings afforded interested persons an op¬ 
portunity to present testimony and make 
recommendations relating to fair and 
reasonable wage rates for work per¬ 
formed by fieldworkers on the 1964 crop 
of sugar beets. A summary of the per¬ 
tinent testimony presented at these hear¬ 
ings is set forth below as Exhibit A. 

Consideration has been given to the 
recommendations made at the public 
hearings, to the returns, costs, and profits 
of producing sugar beets under condi¬ 
tions likely to prevail for the 1964 crop, 
and to other pertinent factors. Analysis 
of these data indicates that the produc¬ 
tion of sugar beets in all sections of the 
sugar beet area, on average during re¬ 
cent years, has been a profitable opera¬ 
tion due largely to cost stabilization re¬ 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

suiting from more efficient production 
practices. Profits improved for the 1962 
and 1963 crops also because of higher 
sugar prices. In light of this analysis, 
the increase in the minimum rates es¬ 
tablished in this determination are equi¬ 
table and are within the producer’s 
ability to pay. 

The issues for consideration in the 
1964 wage determination as expressed by 
producers are that there should be no 
change in wage rates because of the un¬ 
certainty of sugar prices in view of the 
long term period during which income 
for the 1964 crop will be determined; 
that some reductions be made in piece¬ 
work rate operations where the farmer 
uses costly machines and chemicals to 
make the work easier for workers; that 
the operation of Weeding which now is 
a secondary operation in relation to 
thinning of beets be redefined as a first 
operation to be used on fields which are 
exceptionally free of weeds and which 
have an optimum stand of beet plants; 
that quality of work standards be estab¬ 
lished for workers; that production costs 
are rising whereas income from sugar 
beets is not increasing proportionately; 
that workers, on average, work more 
acres per season thereby increasing their 
total income from beets; that earnings of 
workers employed on piecework range 
from $1.05 per hour to as much as $3.06 
per hour according to studies conducted 
by producers; and that growers volun¬ 
tarily pay piecework rates which are 
higher than the minimums where field 
conditions are poor or to induce labor to 
work in the area. 

The problems of workers as expressed 
by their representatives at the hearings 
are that higher wages are needed be¬ 
cause their earnings when employed on 
a piecework basis are not satisfactory— 
workers cited earnings ranging from 
50 cents per hour to $1.70 per hour; that 
they do not receive adequate annual in¬ 
comes; that costs incurred in migration 
and living in regions away from home are 
increasing; that migration disrupts the 
family life of the working group and 
interferes with the schooling of their 
children; that mechanization in the 
sugar beet field does not always make 
the work easier for the worker but that 
the space planting of monogerm seed is 
a definite help in reducing work require¬ 
ments; that the workers have no bar¬ 
gaining strength and little choice in the 
types of fields on which they must work; 
that in many instances other agricul¬ 
tural work is not available in the area 
where beets are grown and they must 
travel additional distances to obtain 
work In other crops; that they receive on 
the average about 6 weeks* work per year 
and earn in sugar beet work $700 to 
$2,000 per season depending upon the 
size and efficiency of the working group. 

Most of the hand labor work in sugar 
beets is performed on a piecework basis 
and in such instances the determination 
does not provide an hourly earnings 
guarantee. In California, Arizona, and 
Nevada, piecework rates are agreed 
upon and workers are guaranteed earn¬ 
ings not less than the hourly rate 
provided. 

The basic piecework rate structure 
which has been provided in wage deter¬ 


minations in recent prior years was de¬ 
signed to provide rates which would be 
responsive to technological developments 
in the sugar beet area. Testimony at the 
public hearings and information ob¬ 
tained by investigations indicate that 
generally these operations have been sat¬ 
isfactory in all areas. The basic rate 
structure is designed to meet average 
worker requirements on average field 
conditions and if producers follow the 
more efficient culture practices labor 
costs may be reduced. There are in¬ 
stances where field conditions are above 
average and require the removal of rela¬ 
tively few beets or few weeds. These 
situations result primarily from the use 
of space planted monogerm seed and the 
use of cultural practices and chemicals 
which control weeds. Producers have 
the alternative under the provisions of 
the wage determination to employ work¬ 
ers on an hourly basis, and where the 
hand labor required on the exceptional 
fields is not otherwise defined in the de¬ 
termination, they may agree with the 
worker upon lower piecework rates pro¬ 
vided that the worker receives a guaran¬ 
tee of hourly earnings. Accordingly, it is 
believed that no change should be made 
in the basic piecework rate structure at 
this time. 

The quality of work performed on the 
farm is a function of the employer-work¬ 
er relationship. It would be impractical 
to establish quality of work standards for 
workers unless similar standards were 
applied to producers. The degree of reg¬ 
ulation required in such an effort would 
be highly disproportionate to the bene¬ 
fits which might be obtained. Producers 
may discharge workers for poor quality 
work and, more importantly, they may 
supervise workers to a greater extent 
thereby achieving improved work per¬ 
formance. 

The wage Increases provided in this 
determination will enhance the hourly 
and total earnings of workers in sugar 
beets. Data available to the Department 
indicate that workers of average ability 
can earn about $1.30 per hour when em¬ 
ployed on a piecework basis and that the 
average acres worked per season by such 
workers has increased substantially dur¬ 
ing recent years. This has been the re¬ 
sult in large part of more simplified hand 
labor tasks resulting from better planting 
and cultural practices by producers. 

In the prior determination certain 
states to which the determination rates 
applied have not been specified in the 
several wage districts. This determina¬ 
tion clarifies the applicability of rates 
with respect to the states in each district. 

This determination is applicable to 
sugar beet work performed on and subse¬ 
quent to the date of filing with the Fed¬ 
eral Register, and will continue in effect 
until amended, superseded or terminated. 
However, the Department, to keep in¬ 
formed on current conditions in the area, 
will conduct the customary investigations 
and will afford Interested persons the 
opportunity to present testimony at 
hearings to be held annually. 

On the basis of an examination of all 
relevant factors the provisions of this 
determination are deemed to be fair and 
reasonable. 
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Accordingly, I hereby find and con¬ 
clude that the foregoing wage determi¬ 
nation will effectuate the wage provisions 
of the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.8.C. 1153. In¬ 
terprets or applies sec. 301, 61 Stat. 929; 7 
U.SC. 1131) 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on April 

3, 1964. 

Charles S. Murphy, 

Acting Secretary . 

Exhibit A 

SUMMARY OP TESTIMONY ON FAIR AND REASON¬ 
ABLE WAGE RATES FOR SUGAR BEET FIELD WORK - 

EOS OBTAINED AT PUBLIC HEARINGS HELD 

DURING DECEMBER 1963 AND JANUARY 1964 

Salt Lake City, Utah 

A witness repesenting producers In Colo¬ 
rado recommended that the operation of 
weeding be redefined to be applicable as a 
first hand labor operation, and that the de¬ 
termination Include a provision for quality 
of work control over workers. In support of 
these recommendations the witness stated 
that a small percentage of producers in the 
area prepare their land so that the only hand 
labor needed is a weeding which approxi¬ 
mates two man-hours of labor per acre; and 
that the producer does not have time to su¬ 
pervise workers sufficiently to Insure satis¬ 
factory work. This witness stated that the 
Department should exercise extreme caution 
in making changes in wage rates for 1964 
because returns to growers for sugar beets 
differ considerably from these which could 
be inferred by the widely publicized high 
sugar price levels. He pointed out that little 
beet sugar was sold at the peak price pre¬ 
vailing in May and June of 1963, and that 
final returns from sugar beets to be produced 
from the 1964 crop, which must support thje 
wage rates paid in 1964, will not be deter¬ 
mined until October 1965 and there was un¬ 
certainty as to the level of sugar prices by 
that time. 

A representative of beet producers in Utah 
recommended that there be no increase in 
th< determination wage rates for 1964. The 
witness stated that on fields where the 
farmer has used high cost seed, more ex¬ 
pensive machinery and costly chemicals, and 
where long-handled hoe work is all that is 
necessary, the rate for thinning be reduced 
at least $3.00 per acre. He recommended a 
similar reduction on fields where finger thin¬ 
ning of beets and weeds was necessary and 
the worker refused to use a short-handled 
hoe. The witness testified that on the basis 
of initial payments for the 1963 crop, the 
price per ton of beets will average less than 
the return per ton realized for the 1962 crop. 
He presented data purporting to show that 
the returns for sugar beets in Utah were not 
keeping up with the increases in the cost of 
production. 

A representative of producers in Montana 
and Wyoming recommended that the wage 
rates for 1964 be the same as those estab¬ 
lished for 1963. The witness testified that in 
the districts he represented, the earnings of 
workers employed on a piecework basis 
ranged from $1.05 to $1.18 per hour. He fur¬ 
ther testified that producers generally paid 
$12.50 per acre for hoeing sugar beets even 
-hough the determination m inimum rate was 
$10.50 per acre. 

The witness representing Idaho sugar beet 
producers stated that the time is rapidly ap¬ 
proaching when much less hand labor will 
he needed to produce a crop of sugar beets 
t* 1 * 1 wage rates need to be adjusted to 
justify the expenditures growers are making 
to improve field conditions. The witness 
stated that producers favored a simplified 
minimum wage scale which would provide a 
oasis for recruiting labor, but not limit them 
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from bargaining with workers for piecework 
rates with a guaranteed hourly wage. 

A representative of producers In western 
Idaho and eastern Oregon urged that before 
any further increase in wage rates is made 
the Department should consider that the 
presently improved ability of producers to 
pay results from high prices brought about 
by a world sugar shortage, and that as future 
supplies of sugar increase this temporary fi¬ 
nancial advantage to producers will disap¬ 
pear. He stated that if wage rates are in¬ 
creased it is difficult to reduce them if ability 
to pay is lessened. 

A representative from the State of Wash¬ 
ington testified that sugar beet producers in 
that region compete for labor with other 
crops resulting in the payment of wage rates 
somewhat above the minimum rates estab¬ 
lished in the determination and that the 
hourly rate for agricultural work in the area 
is generally $1.25 per hour. The witness 
stated that workers may be employed in 
sugar beet work for approximately three 
months, after which many of the workers 
remain in the area to work in other crops. 
The witness recommended that wage rates 
not be increased for 1964. 

There was no testimony from representa¬ 
tives of workers at this hearing. 

Fargo. North Dakota 

A representative of producers in the Red 
River Valley of Minnesota and North Dakota 
recommended that the minimum wage rates 
for 1964 be the same as those established for 
1963. The witness pointed out that most 
farmers in this area pay more than the de¬ 
termination rates and that migrant labor 
can earn considerably higher wages than the 
semiskilled farm labor in the area. The wit¬ 
ness stated that because of monogerm seed, 
space planting, the use of mechanical thln- 
ners, and chemical weedlcides. productivity 
of migrant workers has quadrupled since 
1950. He testified that on the basis of a 
survey conducted by the producer's associa¬ 
tion. experienced labor working at the rates 
established in the determination for 1963 
earned from $1.25 to $2.38 per hour, averag¬ 
ing $1.76 per hour. The witness testified 
that most of the labor employed in this 
region is recruited from Texas. 

A representative of southern Minnesota 
sugar beet producers recommended that the 
minimum wage rates In 1963 be continued 
for 1964. The witness stated that on the 
basis of records maintained for a group of 
17 beet workers, the group earned in excess 
of $13,000 in a 6-week period of sugar beet 
work in 1963 and, in addition, these workers 
were provided fringe benefits. The witness 
testified that this group of workers was above 
average; that their high productivity re¬ 
sulted, In part, from the use by producers of 
mechanical thinners on 40 percent of the 
acreage, flex-tine harrows and weeders on 
90 percent of the acres, and some type of 
chemical weed control on 90 to 100 percent of 
the acreage. The witness testified that the 
opportunity for work in crops other than 
sugar beets in the area is limited. 

A representative of sugar beet producers in 
Iowa recommended that the 1964 wage rates 
for hoe-trimming be reduced from $12.00 
per acre to $8.00; that the rate per acre for 
weeding be increased from $6.00 to $7.00; 
and that an additional weeding operation 
be established at $4.00 per acre. The witness 
cited selected cases of groups of workers in 
his district whose earnings ranged from 
$1.36 to $3.06 per hour working at the 
piecework rates established in the 1963 de¬ 
termination and stated that, in addition, 
these workers were furnished fringe benefits. 
The witness stated that practically all of 
the workers in his area are recruited in 
Texas. He testified that higher costs of 
production for the 1964 crop were antici¬ 
pated, particularly for machinery repairs 
and chemical weed control. 


A sugar beet worker recommended that 
the 1964 determination establish a minimum 
hourly rate of $1.25 per hour and piece¬ 
work rates of $18 per acre for hoeing and 
$8.00 per acre for weeding. The witness 
stated that if the wage rates are decreased 
as recommended by a producer witness, work¬ 
ers will not come into the Iowa area to work. 
The witness stated she had been employed in 
sugar beet work for about 15 years and that 
the work had not been made easier by the 
use of weedlcides and mechanical thinning 
machines. Another worker, testifying on be¬ 
half of labor, testified that about 25 percent 
of the producers growing sugar beets have 
such weedy fields that $12.00 per acre for 
hoe-trimming is not high enough. The 
witness stated that the use of mechanical 
thinners, weeders and chemicals have made 
the hand labor operations in sugar beets 
easier in some cases but not in every case, 
and that the use of monogerm seed and 
space planting has been of the greatest bene¬ 
fit to labor. The witness recommended that 
the 1963 determination piecework rates be 
continued for 1964. 

Detroit, Michigan 

A witness representing Michigan produc¬ 
ers recommended that the minimum wage 
rates for 1964 be the same as those estab¬ 
lished for 1963. The witness testified that 
for the operations of hoeing and weeding, 
workers are paid rates which are about 17 
percent above the minimum determination 
rates and that producers want to maintain 
this differential because It attracts labor to 
the area. The witness stated that mono¬ 
germ seed, space planting, and the use of 
weedlcides have improved the working condi¬ 
tions of workers and enabled them to make 
more money. The witness stated that most 
of the labor employed in sugar beets is re¬ 
cruited from Texas; that prior to sugar 
beet work there is little employment avail¬ 
able; and that when sugar beet work is 
completed work is available in other crops. 
In a supplemental statement the witness 
presented data on earnings of workers in¬ 
cluding the results of a survey by one sugar 
company which showed that the acres 
blocked and thinned per worker in 1959 was 
9.1 acres compared with 13.6 acres in 1963, 
and that the average hourly earnings for 
blocking and thinning sugar beets In 1961 
averaged $1.12 per hour compared with $1.47 
per hour in 1963. / 

The representative of Ohio sugar beet 
growers recommended that the operation of 
weeding be redefined to permit its use as a 
first operation in fields having the desired 
stand of beets and very few weeds, and that 
the minimum determination rates for 1964 
be the same as those established for 1963. 
The witness stated that wage rates paid work¬ 
ers in Ohio in 1963 exceeded the minimum 
determination rates and that in Ohio work¬ 
ers have an opportunity to work in other 
crops. The witness stated that some grow¬ 
ers space plant monogerm seed and use 
mechanical thinners and chemical weedi- 
cides so that the only hand labor operation 
needed Is weeding and that If the operation 
of weeding was permitted as a first operation 
it would encourage growers to Increase the 
use of labor saving devices thereby reducing 
labor requirements. 

San Antonio, Texas 

A representative of a United States Con¬ 
gressman from Texas read a statement ex¬ 
pressing the Congressman's pleasure that 
hearings regarding sugar beet wage rates 
were being held in Texas where migratory 
workers who work in the beet fields reside. 
The Congressman’s statement pointed out 
that the chief problem of these workers Is 
poverty brought about by low wages, unem¬ 
ployment. and under-employment, and that 
farm workers need higher annual Incomes 
and an opportunity to educate their chil¬ 
dren. This, he stated, can be accomplished 
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by Increasing wages and by bringing order 
Into the labor market by balancing labor 
supply to demand In a rational and orderly 
manner so as to assure the workers a more 
steady Income and the producers a steady 
supply of workers as they are needed. 

A County Commissioner of Bexar County, 
Texas and State Chairman of the Political 
Association for Spanish-Speaking Organiza¬ 
tions stated that many migrant families earn 
less than $1,000 per year; that lack of educa¬ 
tion prevents their getting other types of 
employment; that because of low earnings 
the migrant workers are generally underfed, 
inadequately clothed and housed, and lack 
medical care. The Commissioner recom¬ 
mended that the minimum wage for beet 
workers be increased. 

A representative of the Archbishop of 
San Antonio recommended that a mini¬ 
mum wage of $1.25 per hour be established 
In the 1964 determination. He stated that 
he believed that sugar beet producers have 
the ability to pay this wage and that the 
necessity of improving the living standards 
of workers demand it. 

A representative on behalf of the Texas 
Committee for Migrant Farm Workers 
stated that the Department should improve 
its educational programs to inform field- 
workers of their rights under the wage de¬ 
terminations and that migrant workers had 
relatively little bargaining strength. The 
witness stated that it is necessary to con¬ 
tinue the piecework rate structure because 
many migrant workers contract for work 
on an acre basis to enable the less produc¬ 
tive members of the family to work and 
contribute to the Income of the family. 

A public information officer for mid-south 
Texas AFL-CIO, recommended that a mini¬ 
mum wage of $1.25 per hour be established 
and that workers employed on piecework be 
guaranteed minimum hourly earnings of 
$1.25 per hour. The witness stated that many 
migrants who work on an acre basis earn 
less than $1.05 per hour; that his organiza¬ 
tion has made no surveys which would Indi¬ 
cate the average hourly earnings of migrant 
workers because they work for short periods 
in many different places; that normally mi¬ 
grant families will leave Texas early In April 
and return in September but that they fol¬ 
low no set pattern of travel; and that the 
reason workers migrate Is that they can earn 
more money and obtain more work than If 
they remained In Texas. 

A member of the legislature of Bexar 
County recommended a minimum wage rate 
for 1964 of $1.25 per hour. 

A representative of a crew of 6 sugar beet 
workers recommended a minimum wage rate 
of $1.25 per hour for 1964 and estimated that 
the earnings of his crew average $0.90 per 
hour for agricultural work performed in 1963. 
Another migrant worker stated that he and 
his wife earned less than $1.05 per hour work¬ 
ing In sugar beets on a piecework basis In 
1963 and stated that If minimum piecework 
rates were established In relation to earnings 
of $1.50 per hour, the actual earnings of 
workers might average $1.05 per hour. 

A representative of a family of 5 workers 
recommended a minimum hourly wage rate 
of $1.25 per hour and stated that while he 
has worked on a piecework basis he prefers 
the hourly rate basis. The witness stated 
that the earnings of the group from sugar 
beets during 1963 was approximately $1,050 
and that the group worked 10 to 12 hours a 
day. 

He stated that at the 1963 level of piece¬ 
work rates, the earnings of the group ranged 
between $0.50 and $0.90 per hour. A repre¬ 
sentative of a family of 4 workers stated that 
in 1963 his family worked in Minnesota and 
earned about $1,400 In sugar beet work. An¬ 
other representative of a crew of 5 workers 
stated that his crew worked sugar beets in 
South Dakota In 1963 and that their gross 
earnings amounted to about $700. This 


witness stated he favored an Increase in the 
minimum wage rates for 1964. One sugar 
beet worker recommended a minimum wage 
of $1.25 per hour for 1964 and stated that If 
such a minimum were established his entire 
family would be willing to work in the sugar 
beet fields. Another worker representing 
himself and his family recommended a mini¬ 
mum hourly rate of $1.25 with appropriate 
Increases In the piecework rates to yield 
earnings of $1.25 per hour. He stated that 
his group earned about $2,000 in sugar beet 
work in 1963 and that on much of the 
acreage three hand labor operations were 
performed. 

Another worker representing his family 
recommended a guaranteed minimum wage 
of $1.25 per hour and stated that his crew 
of seven workers earned about $2,200 in sugar 
beet work In Minnesota in 1963. This worker 
also recommended higher piecework rates. 
A crew leader recommended a minimum 
hourly determination rate of $1.50 per hour 
for a 40 hour week: premium pay for over¬ 
time; and a piecework rate of $25.50 per acre 
for the combined operations of blocking 
and thinning and one weeding. The witness 
stated that he and his wife earned about 
$1.45 per hour employed on the piecework 
basis In 1963. A sugar beet worker stated 
that he and his family earned approximately 
$1,500 In sugar beet work in Michigan In 
1963 and that they were employed for a 
period of about six weeks, working about 8 
to 10 hours per day. 

An individual worker stated that by plant¬ 
ing monogerm seed the producer Is making 
the thinning, hoeing and weeding of sugar 
beets easier for the workers and that his 
hourly earnings In 1963 when employed on 
a piecework basis averaged somewhat more 
than $1.25 per hour. The witness stated that 
he prefers employment on a piecework basis 
rather than on a time basis and that he was 
furnished housing by the producer and 
transportation to the field by the sugar com¬ 
pany. A worker representing himself and 
family stated that the group of six worked 
for about 20 days in sugar beets in 1963 and 
averaged between 9 to 14 hours a day. This 
witness stated that he believed the rates 
paid for work in the 1963 crop of sugar beets 
were fair. Another worker representing his 
family stated that in 1963 they worked sugar 
beets In the Red River Valley and that be¬ 
tween April 15 and October 15. 1963, his 
crew earned in excess of $8,000 working In 
sugar beets and other agricultural crops. 
He recommended a piecework rate of $25 per 
acre for the combined operation of thinning 
and weeding. A worker representing a crew 
of six workers testified that the crew earned 
about $1,900 In 21 days for an average of 
$1.70 per hour, and that he prefers to work 
on a piecework basis. A worker speaking 
on behalf of sugar beet workers recom¬ 
mended that the minimum determination 
wage be increased to $125 per hour In 1964. 

A representative of sugar beet producers 
In Texas recommended that there be no In¬ 
crease In the wage rates for the 1964 crop 
stating that the $1.05 per hour rate re¬ 
quired for work in sugar beets is higher than 
the hourly rates paid for work in competing 
crops. The witness stated that his Associa¬ 
tion has placed a request with the Texas 
Labor Department for 1,500 additional sugar 
beet workers for the 1964 crop because of 
Increased sugar beet plantings. He stated 
that workers employed on piecework in his 
areas earned an average of about $127 per 
hour and in the past producers have been 
able to obtain their sugar beet labor locally. 
Another representative of sugar beet growers 
In Texas recommended that there be no in¬ 
crease In the minimum wage rates for 1964 
and further that the new sugar beet pro¬ 
ducing region In Texas be set apart as a 
separate wage district or that it be Included 
in Wage District I where lower rates are 
specified. The witness stated that migrant 
workers do not have to travel as far to 


northern Texas and New Mexico as to the 
more distant regions; that costs of living are 
less than In the northern States and that 
producers in the areas he represents plan to 
space plant monogerm seed and use weedl- 
cides, all of which will benefit the worker 
by making the hand work easier. The wit¬ 
ness stated that he does not consider work 
in sugar beets more arduous than work in 
other crops where the average rate of pay is 
about 85 cents per hour, and that the labor 
In his area seems well satisfied with present 
rates and working conditions. 

McAllen, Texas 

The Executive Secretary of the National 
Council for the Spanish-Speaking did not 
make a specific recommendation on wage 
rates for 1964 but stated there are more 
than 127,000 migratory farm workers in south 
Texas who travel to more than 30 States 
seeking employment. The witness stated that 
for the most part these workers have no 
vocational training and that they are not 
covered by most social and labor legisla¬ 
tion. The witness testified that migratory 
workers seek work In other States because 
of low wages and limited employment op¬ 
portunities in Texas; and that they travel 
for the most part In family units and work 
on a contract basis because In this way the 
less skilled workers can produce some Income 
for the family group. The witness recom¬ 
mended that domestic migratory workers 
should receive the same fringe benefits as 
are guaranteed to Mexican National workers 
brought Into this country for agricultural 
work. 

A representative of the American GI Forum 
of the United States recommended a mini¬ 
mum wage rate for sugar beet fleldworkers of 
$125 per hour. The witness based his rec¬ 
ommendation on increased costs of living 
and stated that with the higher prices of 
sugar now prevailing producers should have 
the ability to pay higher wage rates to work¬ 
ers. A representative of the Texas Stale 
AFL-CIO recommended a minimum hourly 
wage rate of $1.25 and piecework rates de¬ 
signed to yield earnings of at least 10 per¬ 
cent more than the minimum hourly rate 
of $125. The witness stated his organiza¬ 
tion does not have a union of sugar beet 
workers. 

A sugar beet worker testified that he 
worked In sugar beets in Wyoming during 
1963 and that his crew of four workers 
earned approximately $1,735 and that their 
average earnings were $1.16 per hour per 
worker. Another sugar beet worker testified 
that his crew of five worked sugar beets in 
Colorado In 1963 and that the crew members 
earned, on average, $129 per hour. A sugar 
beet worker representing a crew of eight 
workers stated that he worked In sugar beets 
In Ohio during 1963 and that the crew earned 
about $1,725 in sugar beets. He stated that 
the average hourly earnings of the crew were 
$1.47 per hour that, *ln addition, the trans¬ 
portation expenses of the crew were paid 
from Texas to Ohio and that numerous fringe 
benefits were furnished. The witness did not 
make a specific recommendation for wage 
rates but stated that naturally he would 
like to see the rates higher. Another worker 
representing her family group recommended 
that the 1964 wage rates be established at 
$125 per hour. 

Stockton , California 

The Research Director for the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen's Union 
recommended that the minimum wage^ for 
sugar beet fleldworkers In 1964 be estab¬ 
lished at $125 per hour with provision for 
payment of a bonus amounting to $020 per 
hour at higher sugar price levels. In lieu of 
the bonus, the witness recommended a mini¬ 
mum wage rate of $120 per hour. The 
witness stated that between 1946 and ISO 3 
field labor costs per ton of sugar from sugar 
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beets declined almost one-third and that the 
recent increase in the price of sugar affords 
the Department an opportunity to sub¬ 
stantially increase the wage rates of sugar 
beet fleldworkers without endangering the 
financial interests of growers. The witness 
stated that his union is not the bargaining 
agent for any sugar beet workers. 

A representative of the California Labor 
Federation, AFL-CIO, recommended that a 
minimum hourly rate of $1.60 be established 
for sugar beet workers in California. The 
witness cited the earnings of factory workers 
and food and kindred products workers in 
California which averaged between $2.63 and 
$2.88 per hour in September 1963. He also 
cited data Indicating that a minimum budget 
for a single person for a standard of living 
not prejudicial to health and welfare was 
approximately $3,000 per year which would 
average $1.42 per hour for a 40 hour work 
week, 52 weeks a year. The witness stated 
that the establishment of a wage rate that is 
fair and reasonable will only be achieved by 
basing the wage determination on objective 
criteria related to current living costs and 
the standards required to provide workers 
and their families with a minimum standard 
to maintain health and decency. 

Two representatives of the Agricultural 
Workers Organizing Committee recommended 
a minimum wage rate of $1.50 per hour for 
sugar beet workers in 1964. Another repre¬ 
sentative of the same committee recom¬ 
mended a wage rate of $1.60 per hour and 
stated that he earned $12 to $16 per day of 
about seven hours working on a piecework 
basis; that he works harder when employed 
on a piecework; and that when conditions 
are good producers prefer to employ workers 
on an hourly basis whereas when field con¬ 
ditions are poor producers offer work on a 
piecework basis. 

A representative of Citizens for Farm La¬ 
bor stated that minimum wage rates should 
be based on what is needed to provide work¬ 
ers an adequate standard of living; and that 
ability to pay should not be the primary fac¬ 
tor used to establish a fair and reasonable 
wage rate. The witness stated that in some 
counties of California there was widespread 
unemployment and underemployment, and 
that the average farm worker is employed less 
than 150 days per year. 

A representative of the California Beet 
Growers Association from the Imperial Valley 
presented an analysis of sugar beet crop val¬ 
uation and production’costs. Hd stated that 
the comparison showed that in 1962 the acre¬ 
age of sugar beets increased about 50 percent 
above that of 1958; the value of sugar beets 
per ton Increased 15 to 17 percent; produc¬ 
tion costs Increased 12 percent; and profits 
per acre Increased about 12 percent. An¬ 
other representative of the California Beet 
Growers Association testified that sugar beets 
is one of the few crops which show a small 
net profit if conditions are right, and that 
costs of production on his farm are about 
*202 per acre against $260 per acre leaving 
$58 per acre for overhead, rent, and growers 
labor, supervision, interest on investment 
and taxes, and that in his area it requires 
about 60 hours of labor to grow and harvest 
an acre of beets. 

The General Manager of the California 
Beet Growers Association recommended that 
there be no Increase in the minimum wage 
rates for 1964. The witness stated that it 
was assumed that Bugar beet producers were 
reaping high profits because of the frequent 
public reference to high sugar prices. How¬ 
ever. he pointed out. the price received for 
sugar beets is related to the net returns re¬ 
ceived by the processor for sugar and that 
while the quoted price for sugar was in the 
range of 11.75 to 12.00 cents per pound, the 
price at which sugar was actually sold to 
industrial users on the Pacific Coast was 9.55 
cents per pound or slightly above the price 
prior to the recent rise in sugar prices. The 


witness stated that about 80 percent of the 
beet sugar is distributed to industrial users. 
The witness testified that In California a 
sugar beet producer plants five acres or more 
of other crops for every acre of sugar beets, 
and when the Department fixes a minimum 
wage rate few sugar beet work that Is higher 
than the prevailing wage for work in other 
crop b, the effect is to set a minimum wage for 
all crops. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-3414; Filed. Apr. 3, 1964; 
12:45 p.m.] 

Title 18—CONSERVATION OF 
POWER AND WATER RESOURCES 

Chapter I—Federal Power 
Commission 

[Docket Rr-239; Order 279J 

PART 2—GENERAL POLICY AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

PART 260—STATEMENTS AND 
REPORTS 

Total Gas Supply of Pipeline Com¬ 
panies—Annual Report Form 

March 31,1964. 

We are here promulgating an annual 
report form to be used by certain natural 
gas pipeline companies in furnishing in¬ 
formation with respect to their total gas 
supply and deliver ability. Our need for 
this information and the purposes we are 
seeking to achieve are fully set out in the 
notice of proposed rulemaking initiating 
this proceeding, issued April 25,1963, and 
published in the Federal Register on 
May 2. 1963 (26 F.R. 4365). 

In general the information will enable 
the Commission to make a continuing re¬ 
view of gas reserves and deliberability of 
pipeline companies now made only at 
such times as a company seeks a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity. 
Of course, the question of reserves can 
be raised as an issue in future proceed¬ 
ings but such proceedings should be ex¬ 
pedited by the filing of the annual reports 
since we are by our order in Docket No. 
R-240, issued this day, and our state¬ 
ment of policy issued herein, providing 
for their incorporation by reference in 
such proceedings to satisfy the burden, 
in most instances, of proving reserves 
and deliverability. The notice also in¬ 
dicated that information from the re¬ 
ports will make it possible to relax the 
Commission’s 12-year deliberability life 
re luirement where the information sup¬ 
plied by the pipeline company indicates 
it has an active procurement program, 
its system extends into production areas 
with continuous exploration and the re¬ 
sults thereof indicate continuing ability 
to meet gas requirements. 

As noted, this proceeding was com¬ 
menced by notice published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register and served upon inter¬ 
ested parties, including State and Fed¬ 
eral regulatory agencies. Twelve weeks 
were given within which protests, views, 
data, and comments could be filed. Com - 
ments were received from 18 interested 
parties (producers, pipeline companies, 
distributing companies and one State 
commission) and from the Independent 


Natural Gas Association of America, rep¬ 
resenting 23 pipeline companies. 

Although there was some opposition 
to the promulgation of any new report 
form, the comments generally supported 
the Commission’s objective of expediting 
the disposition of certificate cases and, 
with one exception, all comments were 
in favor of the relaxation of the 12-year 
deliverability requirement, as outlined 
in the proposed policy statement set out 
In the notice. Numerous comments were 
directed at various changes and modifi¬ 
cations in content and language, many 
of which were helpful and have been 
adopted. 

Specifically, we are adopting the fol¬ 
lowing suggestions and changes: that 
companies purchasing their entire gas 
supply from other jurisdictional pipe¬ 
line companies be exempted from filing 
annual report form 15; that the fiscal 
year report be changed to a calendar 
year report; that there be special pro¬ 
visions for reporting Appalachian area 
gas supplies, in view of the special diffi¬ 
culties for that area; that the use of a 
pressure base of 14.73 psia for reserve 
estimates be used as a reporting base for 
summary levels only; that we eliminate 
the requirement for a detailed listing of 
the names, business addresses and phone 
numbers of certain company employees, 
as required in Part I, item 4; that Part I, 
item 6, the requirement that the report¬ 
ing company submit a statement of as¬ 
sets and revenues be eliminated; and 
that, after initial submittal, maps need 
be filed only where significant changes 
have occurred. 

On the other hand, we have not 
adopted suggestions that would have 
eliminated Schedule No. 2 of Part III 
of the proposed Report. Deliverability 
Summary, completely or required it only 
every third year; or that we should use 
a 12- to 15-year study rather than the 
20-year study proposed in the notice. 
In such instances, we concluded that the 
advantages of receiving the material as 
originally proposed outweighed the bur¬ 
dens which would be imposed on the 
respondents thereby. 

Objection was made to the proposed 
use of automatic data processing (ADP) 
as a reporting medium, as well as to 
filing on ADP forms. The use of ADP 
may be effective to correlate and analyze 
the date which will be submitted by the 
companies. We recognize, however, that 
the specific questions raised by the com¬ 
ments concerning the use of ADP (relat¬ 
ing to Parts IV, V and VI of the proposed 
annual report) cannot be resolved until 
after the information required by the 
first three parts of the report has been 
submitted, and that further time, ac¬ 
cordingly, is required prior to the deter¬ 
mination of the reports on ADP form. 

The notice herein proposed a report 
in six parts, to be filed annually. How¬ 
ever, in the light of the comments re¬ 
ceived. our recognition of the need for 
further resolution of questions concern¬ 
ing the ADP forms and the absence of a 
suitable nationwide field and reservoir 
coding system needed in the development 
of the proper use of ADP. we now find 
that the annual report should be pro¬ 
mulgated in two phases. The first phase, 
which we are adopting here, will re- 
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quire submission of a report consisting 
only of Parts I, n and m of the report 
substantially in the form as originally 
proposed and will be filed with respect 
to information covering the calendar 
year 1963. This initial report will fur¬ 
nish us with summary information on 
the reporting company’s total gas sup¬ 
ply, deliverability life and reserves for 
each source of supply from which it ob¬ 
tains its gas. This information is a pre¬ 
requisite to the preparation of the re¬ 
maining parts (IV, V and VI in the no¬ 
tice) of the complete report. It will also 
make possible a proper standardization 
of those parts as to both form and con¬ 
tent. Finally, it will supply the infor¬ 
mation upon which a future decision 
could be made with respect to the possi¬ 
ble exemption of smaller companies from 
filing the report thereafter. We con¬ 
template that we will adopt for reporting 
for subsequent years an annual No. 15 
Report Form consisting not only of 
Parts I. n and III, as here prescribed 
or hereafter revised, but also such other 
Parts as may then be determined to be 
appropriate to obtain such of the infor¬ 
mation set out in Parts IV, V and VI of 
the notice as then appears desirable. 
We recognize, however, that the promul¬ 
gation of any substantial changes in the 
report form, including the use of ADP, 
will be subject to the approval of the 
Bureau of the Budget. 

Accordingly, we are, at this time pre¬ 
scribing the new report, FPC Form No. 
15. which for the first reporting years 
will consist of Parts I, II and m as de¬ 
scribed below and. for succeeding years, 
those Parts together with such other 
parts as may hereafter be prescribed. 
We are, also at this time, adopting the 
statement of general policy as proposed 
in the notice. 

The Commission further finds: 

(1) In view of the foregoing and upon 
consideration of all relevant matters 
presented, it is necessary and appro¬ 
priate in carrying out the provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act that FPC Report 
Form No. 15, consisting of Parts I, n and 
HI, be adopted and promulgated in two 
phases, as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) Good cause exists to postpone con¬ 
sideration and promulgation of Parts IV, 
V and VI (included in the Form annexed 
to the notice of proposed rulemaking 
herein) until subsequent to the receipt 
of the information required to be fur¬ 
nished, with respect to the calendar year 
1963, in the first phase of the report on 
or before July 1, 1964. 

(3) Good cause exists to promulgate 
and authorize the use of the report form, 
herein adopted, effective Immediately 
upon the issuance of this order, as here¬ 
inafter provided. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the Natural Gas Act. as amended, par¬ 
ticularly sections 7, 10(a), 14(a) and 16 
thereof (52 Stat. 825. 826, 828. 830; 56 
Stat. 83; 15 UJ3.C. 717f, 7171(a), 

717m(a>, 717o), orders: 

(A) Part 2. General Policy and Inter¬ 
pretations, Chapter I, Title 18 of the Code 


of Federal Regulations, is amended by 
adding a new § 2.61 to read as follows: 

§ 2.61 Pipeline companies—natural gas 
reserves—deliverability life* 

Simultaneously with its promulgation 
of the annual report, FPC Form No. 15, 
to be filed by certain pipeline companies 
with respect to total gas supply and de¬ 
liverability (§ 260.7 of this chapter), the 
Commission issued the following state¬ 
ment of policy: 

(a) When a pipeline company has 
demonstrated through the annual re¬ 
ports filed pursuant to § 260.7 of this 
chapter that it has an active gas pro¬ 
curement organization and its pipeline 
system extends into production areas in 
which exploration is continuing, the 
twelve-year deliverability life heretofore 
found to be a primary requisite by the 
Commission will not necessarily be ap¬ 
plied and the Commission’s deliverability 
requirement will be flexible.* 

(b) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, existing pipeline companies 
will not be required to file information 
with regard to gas supply and deliver¬ 
ability in support of pipeline system ex¬ 
pansions, other than with respect to ap¬ 
plications to serve major new markets or 
to serve existing markets from new 
sources of gas supply by new routes in¬ 
volving extensive expansion of existing 
facilities, but may rely on the informa¬ 
tion set forth in filed annual reports, by 
reference thereto (5157.13(b) of this 
chapter). 

(c) The deliverability life showing of 
a new pipeline company seeking to initi¬ 
ate service, or of an existing pipeline 
company seeking to serve major new 
markets or to serve major existing mar¬ 
kets from new sources of supply over 
new routes will be dependent upon the 
future availability of gas in its proposed 
new supply areas, but in no event shall 
the minimum deliverability life of the 
incremental supply needed to serve the 
new or expanded market be less than 
twelve years. 

(B) Part 260, Statements and reports, 
Subchapter G, Chapter I of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended by add¬ 
ing a new § 260.7 to read as follows: 

§ 260.7 Form No. 15, Annual report of 
gas supply and deliverability for 
certain natural gas companies. 1 2 

(a) An Annual Report of Total Gas 
Supply and Deliverability for natural gas 
companies, designated as FPC Form No. 
15, is being prescribed in two phases. 


1 "Deliverability” as used herein represents 
the number of future years during which a 
pipeline company can meet its annual re¬ 
quirements for its presently certificated de¬ 
livery capacity from presently committed 
sources of supply. The availability of gas 
from these sources of supply shall be gov¬ 
erned by the physical capabilities of these 
sources to deliver gas. by the terms of exist¬ 
ing gas-purchase contracts and limitations 
imposed by state or federal regulatory 
agencies. 

•As used herein, "natural gas company” 
does not Include "independent producers,** 
as defined in 1154.91(a) of this chapter. 


The first phase report, consisting of Parts 
I, II and in is prescribed for requesting 
information relative to the calendar year 

1963. The second phase report, con¬ 
sisting of Parts I, n. HI, and such other 
parts as are hereafter promulgated by 
order of the Commission, after approval 
by the Bureau of the Budget, will be 
prescribed for annual use commencing 
with information for the calendar year 

1964. 

(b) Each natural gas company, as de¬ 
fined by the Natural Gas Act. as 
amended (52 Stat. 821), other than a 
company purchasing its entire supply of 
natural gas from other companies sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of this section, 
shall prepare and file with the Commis¬ 
sion for the calendar year ending De¬ 
cember 31, 1963, on or before July 1, 
1964, and for subsequent years on or be¬ 
fore each May 1, thereafter, an original 
and four conformed copies of FPC Form 
No. 15. A company exempt from this 
paragraph by virtue of the fact that it 
purchases its entire supply of natural gas 
from another company or companies 
subject to this section shall file, in lieu 
of the report, a statement giving the 
name(s ) and address(es) of the company 
or companies from which it purchases 
its supply. One copy of the report should 
be retained in its files. The conformed 
copies may be carbon or reproduced by 
any means that provide clearly and ac¬ 
curately aligned impressions. 

(c) This annual report is designed to 
furnish the Commission with information 
concerning the gas supply organization 
of the company, the company’s total gas 
supply, the company’s gas procurement 
program, each reservoir from which the 
company obtains gas, contracts under 
which the company purchases gas and 
deliverability data. 

(Secs. 7. 10(a), 14(a), 16. 52 Stat. 825, 826, 
828. 830, 68 Stat. 83; 16 U.S.C. 717f. 7171(a). 
717m(a). 717o) 

(C) The first phase of the report, 
FPC Form No. 15, approved and pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (B), above, and 
consisting of General Instructions and 
Parts I, n and in, attached hereto * is 
approved and prescribed for reporting 
with respect to the calendar year 1963. 

(D) Further consideration of Parts 
IV. V and VI of the form proposed in 
the notice in this proceeding will be de¬ 
ferred to a time subsequent to July 1, 
1964. 

(E) The amendments to the Commis¬ 
sions’ regulations, the form and the 
statements of policy approved herein 
shall be effective upon the issuance of 
this order. 

(F) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64—3338: Filed. Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:46 a.m.) 


» Filed as part of the original document. 
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[Docket R-240; Order 2801 

part 2— general policy and 

INTERPRETATIONS 

PART 156—APPLICATIONS FOR 
ORDERS UNDER SECTION 7(a) OF 
THE NATURAL GAS ACT 

PART 157— APPLICATIONS FOR CER¬ 
TIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVEN¬ 
IENCE AND NECESSITY AND FOR 
ORDERS PERMITTING AND AP¬ 
PROVING ABANDONMENT UNDER 
SECTION 7 OF THE NATURAL GAS 
ACT 

PART 250—FORMS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

March 31, 1964. 

The Commission, by public notice is¬ 
sued April 25. 1963 (28 F.R. 4360, May 2, 
1963), proposed to issue a statement of 
policy and to amend its regulations re¬ 
lating to the requirements to be followed 
by natural gas pipeline companies sub¬ 
mitting applications for certificates of 
public convenience and necessity pur¬ 
suant to 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act. 
We also proposed to prescribe regulations 
covering applications to abandon facil¬ 
ities or service under section 7(b) of the 
Act and to provide a simplified form for 
use by small distributors seeking gas 
service for a single community pursuant 
to section 7(a). 

In response to the invitation in our 
notice, comments were received from 9 
pipeline companies, 8 distributing com¬ 
panies, 1 State commission and the In¬ 
dependent Natural Gas Association of 
America. Generally the comments were 
favorable and most of the suggestions for 
revision have been incorporated in the 
amendments we are adopting in this 
order. 

Four suggestions of some significance, 
however, are not being adopted. Several 
respondents suggested lengthening the 
period for curing deficiencies (§ 157.8) 
from 20 to 30 days but. since one of the 
basic purposes of this proceeding is the 
expedition of cases, we are retaining the 
20-day limit. The Secretary will con¬ 
tinue, as he has in the past, to grant 
extensions where a real need therefor 
is shown. 

Several respondents requested the de¬ 
letion of the requirement in § 157.14(a) 
(1C) (vi) to substantiate gas reserves and 
dellverability when the # proposed capacity 
increase is large—over 25,000 Mcf a day 
and 5 percent of sales capacity—since, 
as stated by INGAA, as long as the an¬ 
nual report of gas supply is filed (as 
Proposed in R^239) proof of gas supply 
should not be required for any expansion. 
We agree that the size limitations orig¬ 
inally suggested do not reflect the situa¬ 
tions in which gas supply information 
will be necessary and have eliminated 
them. We believe, however, that such 
proof will still be necessary in situations 
where the pipeline seeks to serve major 
new markets or existing markets from 
new gas supply sources by new routes 
involving the extensive expansion of 
existing facilities, and have revised the 
provision accordingly. 
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We are not adopting a suggestion that 
the requirement in Exhibit I, Market 
data) § 154.14(a) (11) (i)) for “an expla¬ 
nation” of the end use to which large in¬ 
dustrial customers will put the gas be 
amended by adding “if such an ex¬ 
planation is available.” We believe the 
explanation of end-use is relevant and 
pertinent and that in view of the limited 
number of large direct sales to which the 
requirement is applicable, no undue bur¬ 
den will be placed upon applicants in de¬ 
termining the proposed end use. 

Objection was made to the added re¬ 
quirement in Exhibit N (§ 154.14(a) 
(16)) for a system-wide statement of 
revenues and expenses for the last year 
preceding the proposed service as well as 
incremental statements of revenues and 
expenses for each of the first three full 
years of operation. While the new in¬ 
formation may be to some extent dupli¬ 
cative, filing of the information in the 
form requested will aid materially in the 
analysis of the larger projects. It should 
be noted that the existing limitation— 
that the information is required only 
where the revenues and expenses are sig¬ 
nificantly affected by the new project— 
is retained in the paragraph. 

One other proposal, the amendment to 
Exhibit J. Conversion to natural gas, 
§ 157.14(a) (13), requires specific men¬ 
tion. We have modified the amendment 
so as to limit the applicability of the 
Exhibit to previously unserved commu¬ 
nities and large industrial customers. 
Although the notice did not propose a 
comparable amendment to the Exhibit 
J required In connection with applica¬ 
tions filed by local distributors pursuant 
to section 7(a) of the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 156.5(a) (ID), we are now amending 
that subsection in a similar fashion. The 
amendment does not require the submis¬ 
sion of any additional information—in 
fact, preparation of the Exhibit has been 
simplified. 

Upon consideration of the entire rec¬ 
ord in this proceeding which includes the 
notice of proposed rulemaking and all 
comments, views and data filed in re¬ 
sponse thereto, the Commission further 
finds: 

(1) Adoption and promulgation of the 
statement of general policy and the 
amendments to the Regulations Under 
the Natural Gas Act are necessary and 
appropriate to the administration of the 
Natural Gas Act. 

(2) For the reasons heretofore ex¬ 
pressed, good cause exists for the adop¬ 
tion herein of the amendments to § 156.5 

(a) (11) without giving the prior notice 
provided for by section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the authority granted by the Natural 
Gas Act, as amended, particularly sec¬ 
tions 7. 15, and 16 thereof (52 Stat. 824, 
829, 830: 56 Stat. 83, 84; 15 U.S.C. 717f, 
717n, 717o), orders: 

(A) Parts 2. 156, 157 and 250 of the 
Commission's rules and regulations. 
Chapter I of Title 18 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations are amended in the 
following respects: 

1. Part 2, General Policy and Inter¬ 
pretations, is amended by adding, to 
follow § 2.61, the following new § 2.62: 
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§ 2.62 Pipeline certificate proceedings— 
procedure. 

In order to more fully implement and 
utilize the procedures contemplated by 
Order No. 217 (22 FPC 872, 24 F.R. 946), 
designed to expedite hearings and 
shorten records, the procedure here¬ 
after in pipeline certificate proceedings 
which the Commission regards as suited 
to such techniques will be as follows: 

(a) The Commission will give prompt 
public notice of the application and fix 
a date for the filing of any petitions for 
or notices of intervention (see §§ 1.8(d) 
and 157.10 of this chapter, i.e.. Rules of 
Practice and Procedure and Regulations 
Under the Natural Gas Act, re¬ 
spectively) . 

(b) Once it Is determined that the 
proceeding will be contested, the Com¬ 
mission will fix a date for hearing, will 
require the filing of written testimony 
and hearing exhibits (as provided in 
§§ 157.14 and 157.16 of this chapter), and 
will designate the presiding examiner, 
who thereafter will control the proceed¬ 
ing until the completed record is cer¬ 
tified to the Commission, unless other¬ 
wise ordered by the Commission. 

(c) Any Commission order granting 
intervention will direct the natural gas 
company filing an application to serve 
copies of its filings upon all interveners 
promptly thereafter unless such service 
has already been made pursuant to Part 
157 of this chapter. 

(d) The hearing, when commenced, 
shall be continuous except where the ex¬ 
aminer finds that extraordinary circum¬ 
stances preclude such procedure and 
shall include full and complete cross-ex¬ 
amination of all witnesses on the issues 
to be tried. 

(Secs. 7, 15, 16, 62 Stat. 824, 829. 830; 56 Stat. 
83. 84; 15 U.S.C. 717f. 717n, 717o) 

2. In Part 156, Applications for Orders 
Under Section 7(a) of the Natural Gas 
Act, § 156.3 is amended as follows: 

a. By changing the material which 
precedes subparagraph (1) of paragraph 
(b). 

b. By changing the letter designations 
“X (XI, X2, X3, etc.)*' appearing in the 
last sentence in subparagraph (8) thereof 
to “Z (Zl. Z2, Z3, etc.),” and by adding 
a new sentence. 

c. By adding a new paragraph (d). 

§ 156.3 Application*; number of copies; 
general requirement*. 

* * • « * 

(b) General contents of application. 
Except as provided in paragraph (d) of 
this section, each application filed shall 
set forth the following information: 

• • • • • 

(8) Each application shall contain a 
table of contents which shall list all ex¬ 
hibits and documents filed in compliance 
with §§ 156.1 through 156.2, as well as 
other documents and exhibits filed there¬ 
with, identifying them by their appro¬ 
priate titles and alphabetical letter des¬ 
ignations specified in § 156.5. The al¬ 
phabetical designation specified in § 156.5 
must be adhered to strictly and any ad¬ 
ditional exhibits submitted on applicant’s 
own volition, pursuant to § 156.5(b) shall 
be designated in sequence under the letter 
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designation Z (Zl, Z2, Z3, etc.). To¬ 
gether with each exhibit applicant shall 
set forth a full and complete explanation 
of the data submitted, the manner in 
which it was obtained, and the reasons 
for the conclusions which are derived 
therefrom. 


<d) Small distributors. A distributor 
requesting natural gas service of less than 
2000 Mcf per day to serve a single com¬ 
munity may file the information re¬ 
quired by the form of application repre¬ 
sented in § 250.6 of this chapter. 

3. In §156.5(a), delete subparagraph 
(11), and in lieu thereof insert the 
following: 

§ 156.5 Exhibits. 

(a) • * * 

(11) Exhibit J—Conversion to natural 
gas. If it is assumed that proposed cus¬ 
tomers in new areas or firm and inter¬ 
ruptible direct industrial customers 
whose estimated consumption totals 
10,000 Mcf or more in any calendar 
month or 100,000 Mcf or more in any 
calendar year will convert from other 
fuels to natural gas, state the basis for 
such assumption and include a study 
showing estimated cost of converting 
customers’ facilities to natural gas. The 
study should indicate the number of 
customers of each of the other fuels who 
applicant anticipates will convert to 
natural gas and the current cost of fuel 
to be displaced compared to the cost of 
natural gas on an equivalent Btu basis. 
• * • * • 
(Secs. 7, 15. 16. 52 Stat. 824, 829, 830; 56 Stat. 
83, 84; 15 US.C. 717f, 717n, 717o) 

4. The title of Part 157 is amended to 
read as set forth above. 

5. The centerhead for §§ 157.5 to 
157.22 is amended to read as follows: 

Applications for Certificates of Public 
Convenience and Necessity and for 
Orders Permitting and Approving 
Abandonment Under Section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, as Amended, Con¬ 
cerning Any Operation, Sales, Serv¬ 
ice, Construction, Extension, Acqui¬ 
sition or Abandonment 

6. Paragraph (a) of § 157.5 is amended 
to include references relating to applica¬ 
tions to abandon. As so amended the 
paragraph will read: 

§ 157.5 Purpose and intent of rules. 

(a) Applications under section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act shall set forth all in¬ 
formation necessary to advise the Com¬ 
mission fully concerning the operation, 
sales, service, construction, extension, or 
acquisition for which a certificate is re¬ 
quested or the abandonment for which 
permission and approval is requested. 
Some applications may be of such char¬ 
acter that an abbreviated application 
may be justified under the provisions of 
§ 157.7. Applications for permission and 
approval to abandon pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(b) of the Act shall conform to 
§ 157.18 and to such other requirements 
of this part as may be pertinent. How¬ 
ever, every applicant shall file all perti¬ 
nent data and information necessary for 
a full and complete understanding of the 
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proposed project, including its effect 
upon applicant’s present and future op¬ 
erations and whether, and at what dock¬ 
et, applicant has previously applied for 
authorization to serve any portion of the 
market contemplated by the proposed 
project and the nature and disposition 
of such other project. 

• • • * • 

7. Section 157.6(b) is amended as 
follows: 

a. Subparagraph (5) is amended by 
adding “any of applicant’s customers” so 
that the subparagraph will read as set 
forth below: 

b. Subparagraph (6) is amended to 
conform ifb provisions to other amend¬ 
ments made herein. 

As so amended the subparagraphs (5) 
and (6) read as follows: 

§ 157.6 Applications; number of CTopies; 
general requirements. 

• • • • • 

(b) * * • 

(5) A full statement as to whether any 
other application to supplement or ef¬ 
fectuate applicant’s proposals must be 
or is to be filed by applicant, any of ap¬ 
plicant’s customers, or any other person, 
with any other Federal, State, or other 
regulatory body; and if so, the nature 
and status of each such application. 

(6) A table of contents which shall 
list all exhibits and documents filed in 
compliance with §§ 157.5 through 157.18, 
as well as all other documents and exhib¬ 
its otherwise filed, identifying them by 
their appropriate titles and alphabetical 
letter designations. The alphabetical 
letter designations specified in §§ 157.14, 
157.16, and 157.18 must be strictly ad¬ 
hered to and extra exhibits submitted at 
the volition of applicant shall be desig¬ 
nated in sequence under the letter Z 
(Zl. Z2, Z3, etc.) 


8. Section 157.7 is amended by desig¬ 
nating its present text as paragraph (a), 
making minor technical changes there¬ 
in, and adding a new paragraph (b) so 
that section, as amended, will read: 

§ 157.7 Abbreviated application#. 

(a) General. When the operations, 
sales, service, construction, extensions, 
acquisitions or abandonment proposed 
by an application do not require all the 
data and information specified by this 
part to disclose fully the nature and ex¬ 
tent of the proposed undertaking, an ab¬ 
breviated application may be filed pro¬ 
vided it contains all information and 
supporting data necessary to explain 
fully the proposed project, its economic 
justification, its effect upon applicant’s 
present and future operations and upon 
the public proposed to be served, and is 
otherwise in conformity with the appli¬ 
cable requirements of this part regard¬ 
ing form, manner of presentation, and 
filing. Such an application shall (1) 
state that it is an abbreviated applica¬ 
tion; (2) specify which of the data and 
information required by this part are 
omitted; and (3) relate the facts relied 
upon to justify separately each such 
omission. 

(b) Gas-purchase facilities — budget- 
type applications. An abbreviated appli¬ 


cation requesting a budget-type certifi¬ 
cates authorizing the construction of gas 
purchase facilities during a given twelve 
month period and operation thereafter 
may be filed when: 

(1) The total estimated cost of the 
gas-purchase facilities proposed in the 
application does not exceed V/ 2 percent 
of the applicant’s gas plant (Account 101 , 
Uniform System of Accounts Prescribed 
for Natural Gas Companies) or $5,000,000 
whichever is the lesser. 

(2) The total cost of gas-purchase 
facilities for any single project to be in¬ 
stalled during the authorized construc¬ 
tion period does not exceed 25 percent of 
the total budget amount or $ 500 , 000 , 
whichever is the lesser. 

(3) The applicant agrees to file with 
the Commission, within sixty days after 
expiration of the authorized construc¬ 
tion period, a statement showing for 
each individual project: 

(i) Description of the gas-purchase 
facilities installed, eg., miles and size of 
pipelines, compressor horsepower, meter¬ 
ing facilities. 

(ii) Location of gas-purchase facili¬ 
ties installed. 

(iii) Actual installed cost of gas-pur¬ 
chase facilities subdivided by size of pipe¬ 
lines, compressor horsepower, metering 
facilities and appurtenant facilities. 

(iv) Estimated recoverable gas re¬ 
serves in Mcf at 14.73 psia made avail¬ 
able to applicant by means of the facili¬ 
ties last installed. 

(v) Names of fields connected. 

(vi) The names of the independent 
producers or other sellers from whom 
the gas is being purchased together with 
the respective dates of their gas sales 
contracts, FPC gas rate schedule desig¬ 
nations, and related certificate docket 
numbers. 

(4) “Gas-purchase facilities” means 
those facilities, subject to the jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission, necessary to 
connect applicant’s system with the fa¬ 
cilities of an independent producer or 
other similar seller authorized by this 
Commission to make a sale to the appli¬ 
cant for resale in interstate commerce. 

9. Section 157.8 is amended to provide 
an opportunity to supply deficiencies in 
applications. As amended the section 
will read: 

§ 157.8 Acceptance for filing or rejer- 
lion of applications. 

Applications will be docketed when re¬ 
ceived and the applicant so advised If 
an application does not conform to the 
requirements of this part the Secretary 
will notify the applicant of all deficien¬ 
cies. Deficient applications not amended 
within 20 days of the notice of deficiency, 
or such longer period as may be specified 
in the notice of deficiency, will be re¬ 
jected by the Secretary as provided by 
§ 1.14 of this chapter. Copies of a re¬ 
jected application will be returned. An 
application which relates to an opera¬ 
tion, sale, service, construction, exten¬ 
sion, acquisition, or abandonment, con¬ 
cerning which a prior application has 
been filed and rejected, shall be docketed 
as a new application. Such new appli¬ 
cation shall state the docket number oi 
the prior rejected application. 
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10. Section 157.10 is amended by in¬ 
serting a new second sentence and 
deleting the last sentence so that the 
section will read as follows: 

§ 157.10 Interventions and protests. 

Notices of applications, as provided by 
§ 157.9, will fix the time within which any 
person desiring to participate in the pro¬ 
ceeding may file a petition to intervene, 
and within which any interested regula¬ 
tory agency, as provided by § 1.8 of this 
chapter, desiring to intervene may file its 
notice of intervention. Any person filing 
a petition to intervene or notice of in¬ 
tervention shall state specifically whether 
he seeks formal hearing on the appli¬ 
cation. Failure to make timely filing will 
constitute ground for denial of partici¬ 
pation in the absence of extraordinary 
circumstances for good cause shown. 
See §§ 1.7,1.8 and 1.37(f) of this chapter. 
A copy of each application, supplement 
and amendment thereto, including ex¬ 
hibits required by §§ 157.14. 157.16 and 
157.18 which are specifically requested, 
shall upon request be promptly supplied 
by the applicant to anyone who has filed 
a petition for leave to intervene or given 
notice of Intervention. Protests may be 
filed in accordance with 5 1.10 of this 
chapter within the time permitted by any 
person who does not seek to participate 
in the proceeding. 

11. Paragraph (b) in § 157.13 is 
amended to permit references to annual 
reports as well as previous applications. 
So amended the paragraph will read: 

§ 157.13 Form of exhibits to be attached 

to applications. 

• • • * • 

(b) Reference to annual reports and 
previotts applications. An application 
may refer to annual reports and previous 
applications filed with the Commission 
and shall specify the exact pages or ex¬ 
hibit numbers of the filing to which ref¬ 
erence is made, including the page 
numbers in any exhibit to which ref¬ 
erence is made. When reference is made 
to a previous application the docket 
number shall be stated. No part of a 
rejected application may be incorporated 
by reference. 


12. Section 157.14 is amended as 

follows: 

a. The caption and first sentence of 
paragraph (a) is amended. 

b. A new subparagraph (5) is added 

to paragraph (a). 

c. A new sentence is added to the text 
of paragraph (a) (6) preceding subdivi¬ 
sion (i). 

d. Subparagraph (7) of paragraph (a) 
is amended to require an additional flow 
diagram reflecting both proposed and 
existing facilities. 

e. Subparagraph (8) Exhibit G-J of 
paragraph (a) is amended to more fully 
describe system capabilities. 

f- Add a new subdivision (v) to para¬ 
graph (a)(9) Exhibit G-/J. 

g Subparagraph (10) Exhibit H oi 
Parap-aph (a) is amended by deleting 
existing subdivisions (vi) through (viii), 
adding a new subdivision (vi), changing 
designation of subdivision (ix) to (vii) 
and revising subdivisions (i) through (v) 


all for the purpose of requiring the In¬ 
corporation therein of certain data and 
information contained in the new annual 
report, FPC Form No. 15, approved and 
promulgated by order being issued this 
day in Docket No. R-239. 

h. The introductory sentence and sub¬ 
divisions (i), (iv) and (v) of paragraph 
(a) (11) are amended. 

i. Delete subparagraph (12), including 
its subdivisions, of paragraph (a) and 
insert in lieu thereof a new subparagraph 
( 12 ). 

j. Add two new sentences to subpara¬ 
graph (13) of paragraph (a). 

k. Amend subdivision Cii) of paragraph 
(a) (14) Exhibit L—Financing by adding 
“together with letters of intent/* 

l. Amend the first sentence of sub- 
paragraph (16) of paragraph (a). 

m. Amend subdivision (1) of para¬ 
graph (a)(18). 

n. Add a new paragraph (d). 

§ 157.14 Exhibits. 

(а) To be attached to each applica¬ 
tion. All exhibits specified shall accom¬ 
pany each application when tendered for 
filing. Together with each exhibit appli¬ 
cant shall set forth a full and complete 
explanation of the data submitted, the 
manner in which it was obtained, and 
the reasons for the conclusions which 
are derived therefrom. If the Commis¬ 
sion determines that a formal hearing 
upon the application is required or that 
testimony and hearing exhibits should 
be filed, the Secretary shall promptly 
notify the applicant that submittal of all 
the exhibits and testimony of all wit¬ 
nesses to be sponsored by the applicant 
in support of his case-in-chief is re¬ 
quired. Submittal of such exhibits and 
testimony shall be within 20 days from 
the date of the Secretary’s notice, or 
such longer time as he shall specify. 
$ 157.6(a) shall govern the number of 
copies to be furnished to the Commis¬ 
sion. Interveners and persons becom¬ 
ing interveners after the date of the 
Secretary's notice shall be advised by the 
applicant of the afore-specified exhibits 
and testimony, and shall be furnished 
with copies upon request. 

• • • * • 

(5) Exhibit E—Other pending appli¬ 
cations and filings. A list of other appli¬ 
cations and filings under sections 1, 3, 4 
and 7 of the Natural Gas Act filed by the 
applicant which are pending before the 
Commission at the time of the filing of 
an application and which directly and 
significantly affect the application filed, 
including an explanation of any material 
effect the grant or denial of those other 
applications and filings will have on the 
application and of any material effect 
the grant or denial of the application will 
have on those other applications and 
filings. 

(б) Exhibit F—Location of facilities. 
Unless shown on Exhibit G or elsewhere, 
a geographical map of suitable scale and 
detail showing, and appropriately differ¬ 
entiating between, all of the facilities 
proposed to be constructed, acquired or 
abandoned and existing facilities of ap¬ 
plicant, the operation or capacity of 
which will be directly affected by the 
proposed facilities or the facilities pro¬ 


posed to be abandoned. This map, or an 
additional map, shall clearly show the 
relationship of the new facilities to the 
applicant’s overall system and shall 
include: 


(7) Exhibit G—Flow diagrams show¬ 
ing daily design capacity and reflecting 
operation with and without proposed fa¬ 
cilities added. A flow diagram showing 
daily design capacity and reflecting oper¬ 
ating conditions with only existing facili¬ 
ties in operation. A second flow diagram 
showing daily design capacity and re¬ 
flecting operating conditions with both 
proposed and existing facilities in opera¬ 
tion. Both flow diagrams shall include 
the following for the portion of the sys¬ 
tem affected: 

(i) Diameter, wall thickness, and 
length of pipe installed and proposed to 
be installed and the diameter and wall 
thickness of the installed pipe to which 
connection is proposed. 

<ii) For each proposed new compres¬ 
sor station and existing station, the size, 
type and number of compressor units, 
horsepower required, horsepower in¬ 
stalled and proposed to be installed, 
volume of gas to be used as fuel, suction 
and discharge pressures, and compres¬ 
sion ratio. 

(iii) Pressures and volumes of gas at 
the main line inlet and outlet connections 
at each compressor station. 

(iv) Pressures and volumes of gas at 
each intake and take-off point and at 
the beginning and terminus of the exist¬ 
ing and proposed facilities and at |he 
intake or take-off point of the existing 
facilities to which the proposed facilities 
are to be connected. 

(8) Exhibit G~I—Flow diagrams re¬ 
flecting maximum capabilities. If Ex¬ 
hibit G does not reflect the maximum 
deliveries which applicant’s existing and 
proposed facilities would be capable of 
achieving under most favorable operat¬ 
ing conditions with utilization of all 
facilities, include an additional diagram 
or diagrams to depict such maximum 
capabilities. If the horsepower, pipe¬ 
lines, or other facilities on the segment 
of applicant’s system under considera¬ 
tion are not being fully utilized due, 
e.g., to capacity limitations of connect¬ 
ing facilities or because of the need for 
standby or spare equipment, the reason 
for such nonutilization shall be stated. 

(9) • • • 

(v) If the daily design capacity shown 
in Exhibit G is predicated upon an abil¬ 
ity to meet each customer’s maximum 
contract quantity on the same day, ex¬ 
plain the reason for such coincidental 
peak-day design. If the design day 
capacity shown in Exhibit G is predi¬ 
cated upon an assumed diversity factor, 
state that factor and explain its deri¬ 
vation. 

(10) Exhibit II—Total gas supply data . 
A statement of the total gas supply com¬ 
mitted to, controlled by, or possessed by 
applicant which is available to it for the 
acts and the services proposed, together 
with: 

(i) The estimated remaining recover¬ 
able salable gas reserves available to ap¬ 
plicant submitted in the form and con¬ 
taining all the data and information re- 
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quired by FPC Form No. 15, Annual 
Report of Gas Supply. (See § 260.7 of 
this chapter.) 

(ii) Deliverability studies showing the 
volumes of natural gas which can and 
are proposed to be obtained each year 
submitted in the form and containing 
the data and information as required by 
FPC Form No. 15, Annual Report of Gas 
Supply. 

(iii) The names and addresses of per¬ 
sons with whom applicant has gas-pur¬ 
chase contracts and the estimated 
volumes of gas reserves applicant has 
available under each contract, segre¬ 
gated by gas fields and reservoirs thereof 
with names and locations of fields (State, 
county or parish). 

(iv) The maps required by FPC Form 
No. 15, Annual Report of Gas Supply. 

(v) A conformed copy of each gas- 
purchase contract upon which applicant 
proposes to rely. Only three of the total 
number of copies of Exhibit H filed need 
include a copy of such contract. Con¬ 
tracts already on file with the Commis¬ 
sion may be incorporated by reference 
without supplying additional copies, pro¬ 
vided such contracts are identified with 
particularity by stating the exact pages 
of the contracts to be incorporated by 
reference and the file or docket number 
designation to which reference is made. 
The Commission or the presiding officer 
may direct that additional copies of such 
contracts be furnished to the Commis¬ 
sion or to other parties to the proceeding. 
Any contract executed on and after April 
2, 1962, and filed in support of an ap¬ 
plicants gas supply showing will be 
given no consideration in determining 
adequacy of gas supply if it contains 
any price-changing provisions other than 
those defined as permissible in § 154.93 
of this chapter. 

(vi) Pipeline companies which have 
filed annual reports in conformity with 
§ 260.7 of this chapter will not be re¬ 
quired to file information with regard to 
gas supply and deliverability in support 
of applications for certificates to increase 
an existing system capacity, other than 
with respect to applications to serve ma¬ 
jor new markets or to serve major exist¬ 
ing markets from new sources of gas sup¬ 
ply over new routes, but may rely on the 
information set forth in said annual re¬ 
ports, by reference thereto, unless other¬ 
wise ordered by the Commission. 

(vii) A study of each proposed gas 
storage field showing: Location; geology; 
original and present reserves for each 
reservoir; original and present pressure 
of each reservoir; proposed top and base 
storage pressures; proposed top and base 
gas volumes to be stored; a deliverability 
study, including daily and annual injec¬ 
tion and withdrawal rates and pressures; 
and maximum daily deliverability and 
maximum storage capacity under the 
proposed plan of development. 

(11) Exhibit I—Market data. A sys¬ 
tem-wide estimate of the volumes of gas 
to be delivered during each of the first 
3 full years of operation of the proposed 
service, sale, or facilities and during 
the years when the proposed facilities are 
under construction, and actual data of 
like import for each of the 3 years next 
preceding the filing of the application, 
together with: 
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(i) Names and locations of customer 
companies and municipalities, showing 
the number of residential, commercial, 
firm industrial, interruptible industrial, 
residential space-heating, commercial 
space-heating, and other types of cus¬ 
tomers for each distribution system to 
be served at retail or wholesale; and the 
names and locations of each firm and 
interruptible direct industrial customer 
whose estimated consumption totals 
10,000 Mcf or more in any calendar 
month or 100,000 Mcf or more per year 
together with an explanation of the end 
use to which each of these industrial cus¬ 
tomers will put the gas. 

• * * • ♦ * 

(iv) Explanation and derivation of 
basic factors used in estimating future 
requirements, including, for example: 
Peak-day and annual degree-day defi¬ 
ciencies, annual load factors of appli¬ 
cant’s system and of its deliveries to its 
proposed customers; individual consumer 
peak-day and annual consumption fac¬ 
tors for each class of consumers, with 
supporting historical data; forecasted 
saturation of space-heating as related to 
past experience; and full detail as to all 
other sources of gas supply available to 
applicant and to each of its customers, 
including manufacturing facilities and 
liquid petroleum gas. 

(v) Conformed copy of each contract, 
letter of intent or other agreement for 
sale or transportation of natural gas 
proposed by the application. Indicate 
the rate to be charged. If no agreements 
have been made, indicate the basis for 
assuming that contracts will be consum¬ 
mated and that service will be rendered 
under the terms contemplated in the 
application. 

• • • * » 

(12) Exhibit J—Conversion to natural 
gas. If it is assumed that proposed cus¬ 
tomers in new areas or firm and inter¬ 
ruptible direct industrial customers 
whose estimated consumption totals 10,- 
000 Mcf or more in any calendar month 
or 100,000 Mcf or more in any calendar 
year will convert from other fuels to 
natural gas, state the basis for such 
assumption and include a study showing 
estimated cost of converting customers’ 
facilities to natural gas. The study 
should indicate the number of customers 
of each of the other fuels who applicant 
anticipates will convert to natural gas 
and the current cost of fuel to be dis¬ 
placed compared to the cost of natural 
gas on an equivalent Btu basis. 

(13) Exhibit K—Cost of facilities. A 
detailed estimate of total capital cost 
of the proposed facilities for which appli¬ 
cation is made, showing cost of construc¬ 
tion by operating units such as com¬ 
pressor stations, main pipelines, laterals, 
measuring and regulating stations, and 
separately stating the cost of right-of- 
way, damages, surveys, materials, labor, 
engineering and inspection, administra¬ 
tive overhead, fees for legal and other 
services, interest during construction, 
and contingencies. Include a brief state¬ 
ment indicating the source of informa¬ 
tion used as the basis for the above esti¬ 
mate. If not otherwise set forth, submit 
data on preliminary bids, if any, for the 
proposed facilities and recent experi¬ 


enced cost data for facilities of similar 
character. 

(14) • • • 

(ii) The manner in which applicant 
proposes to dispose of securities by 
private sale, competitive bidding or 
otherwise; the persons, if known, to 
whom they will be sold or issued together 
with letters of intent, if any, and ii not 
known, the class or classes of such 
persons. 

• • • ♦ * 

(16) Exhibit N — Revenues — Expen¬ 
ses — Income. When the estimated reve¬ 
nues and expenses related to a proposed 
facility will significantly affect the op¬ 
erating revenues or operating expenses 
of an applicant, there shall be submitted 
a system-wide statement for the last 
year preceding the proposed construction 
or service and pro forma system-wide 
and incremental statements for each of 
the first three full years of operation of 
the proposed facilities, showing: 

♦ * • • • 

(i) A statement of the rates to be 
charged for the proposed sales or service, 
including: (a) Identification of the ap¬ 
plicable presently effective rate sched¬ 
ules, when no additional tariff filings will 
be required, or (b) when changes are 
required in applicant’s presently effective 
tariff, or if applicant has no tariff, pro 
forma copies of appropriate changes in 
or additions to the effective tariff or a 
pro forma copy of the new gas tariff 
proposed, or (c) when a new rate is pro¬ 
posed, a statement explaining the basis 
used in arriving at the proposed rate. 
Such statement shall clearly show 
whether such rate results from negotia¬ 
tion, cost-of-service determination, com¬ 
petitive factors or others, and shall give 
the nature of any studies which have 
been made in connection therewith. 

• 0 m 0 • 

(d) Availability of Commission staff 
for advice prior to formal filing. Prior 
to filing an application, any person may 
informally confer with the staff of the 
Commission to obtain advice on any 
problem of statement or presentation of 
an application or any part thereof. 

13. Amend the text preceding para- 
graph (a) of § 157.16 to read as follows: 

§ 157.16 Exhibits relating to acquisi¬ 
tions. 

In addition to the exhibits required by 
§ 157.14, every application involving ac¬ 
quisition of facilities shall be accom¬ 
panied by the exhibits listed below. To¬ 
gether with each exhibit applicant shall 
set forth a full and complete explanation 
of the data submitted, the manner in 
which it was obtained, and the reasons 
for the conclusions which are derived 
therefrom. If the Commission deter¬ 
mines that a formal hearing upon the 
application is required or that testimony 
and hearing exhibits should be filed, the 
Secretary shall promptly notify the ap¬ 
plicant that submittal of all the exhibits 
and testimony of all witnesses to be 
sponsored by the applicant in support ox 
his case-in-chief is required. Submittal 
of such exhibits and testimony shall be 
within 20 days from the date of the Sec¬ 
retary’s notice, or such longer time as he 
shall specify. Section 157.6(a) shall gov- 
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em the number of copies to be furnished 
to the Commission. Interveners and per¬ 
sons becoming interveners after the date 
of the Secretary’s notice shall be advised 
by the applicant of the afore-specified 
exhibits and testimony, and shall be fur¬ 
nished with copies upon request. 

• • • * • 

14. Amend the first sentence of § 157.17 
so as To include sales within the require¬ 
ments of the section. As thus amended 
the section will read as follows: 

§ 157.17 Applications for temporary 
certificates in cases of emergency. 

In cases of emergency and pending the 
determination of any application on file 
with the Commission for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity pur¬ 
suant to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 
application may be made for a tempo¬ 
rary certificate authorizing the con¬ 
struction and operation of such ex¬ 
tensions of existing facilities, such in¬ 
terconnections of pipeline systems, or 
such sales of natural gas as may be re¬ 
quired to assure maintenance of adequate 
service, or to serve particular customers. 
Such application shall be submitted in 
writing, shall be subscribed and verified 
by a responsible officer of applicant hav¬ 
ing knowledge of the facts, and shall 
state clearly and specifically the exact 
character of the emergency, the proposed 
method of meeting it, and the facts 
claimed to warrant issuance of a tem¬ 
porary certificate. 

15. Part 157 is amended by inserting 
to follow § 157.17, the following new 

§ 157.18: 

§ 157.18 Applications to abandon facil¬ 
ities or service; exhibits. 

Applications for an order authoriz¬ 
ing abandonment of facilities or service 
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act shall contain a statement set¬ 
ting forth in detail the reasons for the 
abandonment and shall contain the ex¬ 
hibits listed below. Together with each 
exhibit, applicant shall set forth a full 
and complete explanation of the data 
submitted, the manner in which it was 
obtained, and the reasons for the conclu¬ 
sions which are derived therefrom. Hie 
Secretary may. in addition, require that 
the testimony of all witnesses to be pre¬ 
sented by the applicant be filed together 
with all exhibits upon which applicant 
will base its case-in-chief. • 

(a) Exhibit T—Related applications . 
A statement showing: 

(1) The docket numbers of the prior 
proceedings in which the faculties or 
services sought to be abandoned were 
certificated. 

(2) The docket numbers of related 
applications pending before or which 
have been authorized by the Commission 
with an explanation of the interrelation¬ 
ship of those applications with the in¬ 
stant application. 

ib> Exhibit U—Contracts and other 
agreements. A conformed copy of each 
contract or other agreement pertaining 
directly or indirectly to the abandon¬ 
ment of facilities or service. Including all 
agreements which influenced applicant 
to seek the abandonment and all agree¬ 
ments which are dependent upon the ap¬ 
proval of the proposed abandonment. 

No. 68-5 
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(c) Exhibit V — Flow diagram show¬ 
ing daily design capacity and reflecting 
operation of applicant's system after 
abandonment . A flow diagram showing 
daUy design capacity and reflecting op¬ 
erating conditions of applicant’s system 
after abandonment of facilities on that 
segment of the system affected by the 
abandonment, including the foUowing: 

(1) Diameter, wall thickness, and 
length of pipe remaining. 

(2) For each remaining compressor 
station, the size, type and number of 
compressor units, horsepower required, 
horsepower installed, volume of gas to 
be used as fuel, suction and discharge 
pressures, and compression ratio. 

(3) Pressures and volumes of gas at 
the main line inlet and outlet connec¬ 
tions at each compressor station. 

(4) Pressures and volumes of gas at 
each intake and takeoff point and at the 
beginning and terminus of all remaining 
facilities. 

(d) Exhibit W — Impact on customers 
whose service will be terminated. A 
statement indicating the avafiability of 
natural gas from othe> sources to appli¬ 
cant's customers whose service will be 
terminated by the abandonment and a 
statement showing the economic effect of 
the abandonment on applicant’s cus¬ 
tomers. If no other natural gas is avail¬ 
able, indicate the availability of other 
fuels to those customers and explain 
why the abandonment of service to each 
customer is permitted by the public con¬ 
venience and necessity. 

(e) Exhibit X — Effect of the abandon¬ 
ment on existing tariffs. A statement 
showing the effect of the proposed aban¬ 
donment upon any rate schedules or 
tariffs on file with this Commission, to¬ 
gether with pro forma rate schedule 
sheets, notices of cancellation, or other 
tariff filings required to be made with 
this Commission. 

(f) Exhibit Y — Accounting treatment 
of abandonment. Concisely describe the 
changes of property, indicating the cost 
of property to be abandoned In place, 
the cost of property to be removed and 
salvaged, the proposed disposition of 
salvaged material, and a description of 
equipment to be relocated setting forth 
its cost, its proposed new location, and 
the extent of rehabilitation required. 
Include the information required below. 

(1) State the proposed accounting 
treatment for property changes, show¬ 
ing, for example, retirements by primary 
plant accounts, cost of removal, salvage 
realized for materials and equipment 
sold, original cost of reusable materials 
and equipment recovered (see Account 
154 of the Uniform System of Accounts), 
and maintenance costs for reconditioning 
of reusable materials and equipment. 

(2) If the abandonment will be by 
sale of property, describe the property to 
be sold, together with the proposed ac¬ 
counting treatment as required by para¬ 
graph F of Gas Plant Instruction 5 of 
the Uniform System of Accounts. Ap¬ 
plicant may use pro forma accounting 
entries based on estimated amounts, pro¬ 
vided that upon consummation of the 
sale he must file proposed accounting 
entries in conformity with the require¬ 
ments of the Uniform System of Ac¬ 
counts. If the proposed sale will result 
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in a taxable gain to the applicant, indi¬ 
cate the amount of federal and state in¬ 
come taxes to be allocated to the gain. 
If no allocation is to be made, explain the 
reasons. 

(3) State the amount of accumulated 
deferred income taxes attributable to the 
property to be abandoned. Indicate the 
proposed accounting treatment of those 
accumulated deferred taxes. 

16. Section 157.20 is amended as fol¬ 
lows. 

a. Amend the text preceding para¬ 
graph (a). 

b. In paragraph (c), amend the first 
sentence with respect to the service of 
copies upon request and delete from 
clause (4) thereof the words "and placed 
in service and authorized operations have 
commenced." 

§ 157.20 General conditions applicable 
to certificates. 

Such of the following terms and con¬ 
ditions, among others, as the Commis¬ 
sion shall find is required by the public 
convenience and necessity, shall attach 
to the issuance of each certificate and to 
the exercise of the rights granted there¬ 
under. 


(c) Applicant shall file with the Com¬ 
mission. in writing and under oath, an 
original and four conformed copies and, 
upon request, shall furnish an inter¬ 
vener with a single copy, of the follow¬ 
ing: (1) within ten days after the bona 
fide beginning of construction, notice of 
the date of such beginning; *(2) each 
three months after filing notice of com¬ 
mencing construction, a progress report 
showing the exact status of authorized 
construction; (3) within ten days after 
authorized facilities have been con¬ 
structed and placed in service or any 
authorized operation, sale, or service has 
commenced, notice of the date of such 
placement and commencement and (4) 
within six months after authorized facil¬ 
ities have been constructed, a statement 
showing, on the basis of all costs in¬ 
curred to that date and estimated to be 
incurred for final completion of the 
project, the cost of constructing author¬ 
ized facilities, such total cost to be classi¬ 
fied according to the estimates sub¬ 
mitted in the certificate proceeding and 
compared therewith and any significant 
differences explained. 

• • • m • 

17. Paragraph (a), as recently amend¬ 
ed by Order No. 274, and paragraph (c) 
of § 157.22 are amended to include sales 
in their coverage. As so amended the 
paragraphs read as follows: 

§ 157.22 Exemption of temporary acts 

and operations. 

(a) Public interest does not require the 
issuance of a certificate for the con¬ 
struction and operation of facilities or 
the sale of natural gas necessary to as¬ 
sure maintenance of adequate natural 
gas service where interruption or serious 
curtailment of service exists or is 
threatened because of failure of facilities 
or failure or curtailment of supply or 
unusual and unexpected demand on such 
facilities or supply, and where such acts 
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and operations are limited to a single 
period of not more than sixty days; 

• * • • • 

(c) Every person undertaking any 
such construction and operation or sale 
under paragraph (a) or (b) of this sec¬ 
tion shall advise the Commission of the 
commencement of such acts or service 
and within ten days file (1) a statement 
in writing and under oath, together with 
four (4) conformed copies thereof, set¬ 
ting forth the purpose and character 
of the facilities, sales or services involved, 
a description of the operation and specif¬ 
ic facilities constructed, the antici¬ 
pated duration of the service, and (2) 
the rate schedule, contract or service 
agreement covering the sales or service 
involved as required by Parts 154 and 
155 of this chapter. 

(Secs. 7, 15. 16, 62 Stat. 824. 829, 830; 56 
Stat. 83. 84; 15 U.S.C. 717f, 717n, 717o) 

18. Part 250 is amended by inserting 
to follow § 250.5 the following new 
§ 250.6: 

§ 250.6 Form of application to be filed 
by distributor under section 7(a), 
seeking gas service of not more than 
2,000 Mcf per day (3d year of opera¬ 
tion) for a single community (see 
§ 156.3(d) of this chapter). 

1. Name of applicant (Indicate whether 
Individual, corporation or municipality). 

2. Address. 

3. Name, title, mailing address, and tele¬ 
phone number of person to be contacted 
concerning the application. 

4. Name of natural gas company from 
whom service is desired. 

5. Are you now rendering gas service? If 
so, briefly describe operations. 

6. Nature of service sought, giving a brief 
description of proposal, including location 
of community, population, number of resi¬ 
dences and kind of service sought and to be 
rendered, showing; 

(a) Is this an initial connection with the 
pipe line, or 1s it an extension or improve¬ 
ment of existing faculties? 

(b) Estimate of maximum day require¬ 
ments for residential, commercial and indus¬ 
trial customers for each of the first three 
years of proposed operations (Mcf at 14.73 
psia). and how the estimates were derived; 

(c) Estimate of annual requirements for 
residential, commercial and industrial cus¬ 
tomers for each of the first three years of pro¬ 
posed operations (Mcf at 14.73 psia), and how 
the estimates were derived. 

7. Do you have or do you need a franchise 
to render the proposed service? If you have 
filed an application for such a franchise, 
with whom was it filed and what action has 
been taken on it? 

8. Do you have or do you need a state cer¬ 
tificate approving the proposed distribution 
system project? If you have filed an ap¬ 
plication for such a certificate, with whom 
was it filed and what action has been taken 
on it? 

9. When do you propose to start construc¬ 
tion and when do you estimate it will be 
completed? When do you propose to start 
seUlng gas? 

10. How much are the facilities expected to 
cost? Show separately the estimated cost of 
the distribution system, the connecting sup¬ 
ply lines, legal fees, financing fees and en¬ 


gineering fees, and briefly state how the es¬ 
timates were derived. 

11. Have you used the services of an en¬ 
gineering consultant? If so. the consultant 
should state his experience in the design of 
distribution systems, cost data of systems 
now in service compared with his initial es¬ 
timates, and the actual rate at which new 
customers were attached in the new distribu¬ 
tion systems. 

12. How do you propose to finance the pro¬ 
posed facilities? Submit evidence that the 
money will be available. (This evidence 
need not be submitted if you have a state 
certificate for your project.) 

13. For each of the first three years 
of operation of the proposed facilities, show 

(a) the estimated gross annual revenues for 
the natura^gas estimated to be sold to resi¬ 
dential, commercial and industrial customers 
as shown in Item 6(c) and the rates you pro¬ 
pose to charge, and (b) the cost of gas pur¬ 
chased by you (state the rate to be paid to 
the pipeline supplier and the pipeline’s rate 
schedule under which you will purchase said 
gas), other operating and maintenance ex¬ 
penses and operating revenue deductions, 
and (c) the net operating revenues. If you 
have received a certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity Issued by a local regula¬ 
tory commission, it may be submitted in 
lieu of this requirement. 

14. Municipalities should submit a bond 
amortization and interest schedule for the 
life of the bond issue related to the project 
and computation of the average debt service 
coverage ratio over the life of the issue. State 
briefly how all estimates were derived. Ex¬ 
hibits to be furnished: 

Exhibit A. A geographical map showing 
clearly all of the transmission facilities pro¬ 
posed to be installed and operated by you 
between your distribution system and the 
transmission pipeline system of the proposed 
supplier, including: 

(a) Location, length and size of your 
transmission lines; 

(b) Location and size (related horsepower) 
of your transmission compressor stations (if 
any); 

(c) Location and designation of each point 
of connection of your proposed transmission 
facilities with proposed pipeline supplier; 

(d) And if known, location, length and size 
of facilities to be Installed by the proposed 
supplier. 

Exhibit B. A flow diagram showing the 
maximum dally capacity of the proposed con¬ 
necting pipeline to carry gas from the sup¬ 
plier to the community to be served. The 
diagram should show expected operating 
pressures on the connecting pipeline at the 
point of connection with the supplier and 
at the other terminal of the connecting 
pipeline flow of gas through the connecting 
pipeline in Mcf per day; length of the con¬ 
necting pipeline and Its inside and outside 
diameter. 

(Secs. 7, 15, 16, 62 8tat. 824. 829. 830; 56 Stat. 
83, 84; 15 U.S.C. 717f, 717n, 717o) 

(B) The amendments adopted herein 
shall become effective on May 1. 1964. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3339; FUed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter II—Bureau of Narcotics, 
Department of the Treasury 
[T.D. 74] 

PART 305—OPIATES 

Two Substances Classified as Opioies 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of section 5(b) of the Nar¬ 
cotics Manufacturing Act of 1960, 74 
Stat. 60, 21 U.S.C. 503(b), Supp. IV and 
21 CFR 307.61(b) that the United States 
has received notification under date of 
January 20, 1964, from the Secretary- 
General of the United Nations that the 
World Health Organization has found 
certain substances, not heretofore de¬ 
termined to be opiates, to fall under the 
regime laid down in the 1931 Convention 
for the drugs specified in Article 1, para¬ 
graph 2, Group I of that Convention. 

The substances and their salts to which 
the World Health Organization decision 
relates and which have been found by 
that Organization to be convertible into 
drugs capable of producing addiction are: 

(Norpipanone) 4,4-diphenyl-6-piperidine-3- 
hexanone. 

(Fentanyi) 1 -phene thyl -4-N -propiony lanlli- 
noplperldine. 

Accordingly, § 305.2(b) is amended by 
adding two new drugs to the chronologi¬ 
cal list of findings. As amended, § 305.2 
reads as follows: 

§ 305.2 Chronological list of finding*. 
* * • • * 

(b) The following is a chronological 
list of drugs or other substances found by 
the World Health Organization as being 
capable of producing addiction or of con¬ 
version into a drug or other substance 
capable of producing addiction and des¬ 
ignated as opiates by the Commissioner 
of Narcotics pursuant to the provisions 
of § 307.61(b) of this chapter. Drugs 
and other substances listed include any 
salts thereof. 

June 20. 1962 

(Methadone-ln termed late) 4-cyano-2-dl- 
methylamino-4,4 diphenylbutane. 

(Pethidine-intermediate-A)4-cyano-l-meth- 

yl-4-phenylplperldine. 

(Moramide - intermediate) 2-methyl - 3-mor- 

pbolino - 1.1 - diphenylpropanecarboxvllc 

acid. 

April 2, 1963 

(Pethidine - intermediate - C) 1 - methyl - 4- 
phenylpiperldine-4-carboxylic acid 

April 7, 1964 

(Norpipanone) 4,4- diphenyl - 6 - piperidine -3- 
hexanone. 

(Fentanly) 1-phenethyl - 4-N - propionylanlli- 
noplperidine. 

Because this amendment of § 305.2(b) 
merely adds to the chronological list of 
findings two new drugs designated by the 
World Health Organization as being 
convertible into drugs capable of produc¬ 
ing addiction and therefore recognized 
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and published as opiates by the Commis¬ 
sioner of Narcotics under the provisions 
of section 5(b) of the Narcotics Manufac¬ 
turing Act of 1960, 74 Stat. 60, 21 U.S.C. 
503(b), Supp. IV and 21 CFR 307.61(b), 
it Is hereby found that it is unnecessary 
to issue this Treasury Decision with no¬ 
tice and public procedure thereon under 
section 4(a) of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, approved June 11, 1946, or 
subject to the effective date limitation 
of section 4(c) of that Act. 

Effective date. This Treasury Deci¬ 
sion shall become effective upon publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 5(b), Pub. Law 86-429 ( 74 Stat. 60); 
sec. 17, Pub. Law 86-429 (74 Stat. 67)) 

[seal] Henry L. Giordano, 

Commissioner of Narcotics. 

Approved: April 1.1964. 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

[PR. Doc. 64-3364; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:47 a.m.l 


Title 26-INTERNAL REVENUE 

Chapter I—Internal Revenue Service, 
Department of the Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER A—INCOME TAX 
(TJD. 6718J 

part 1—INCOME TAX; TAXABLE 

YEARS BEGINNING AFTER DECEM¬ 
BER 31, 1953 

Charitable Contributions 

On January 23, 1964, notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making regarding amendment 
of the Income Tax Regulations (26 CFR 
Part 1) to reflect the changes in law 
made by section 22 of the Revenue Act of 
1962 (76 Stat. 1064), relating to election 
with respect to charitable contributions 
for taxable years beginning after De¬ 
cember 31. 1961, was published in the 
Federal Register (29 FJR. 566). No ob¬ 
jection to the rules proposed having been 
received during the 30-day period pre¬ 
scribed in the notice, the regulations as 
so proposed are hereby adopted. 

(seal] Mortimer M. Caplin, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Approved: March 31.1964. 

Stanley S. Surrey, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.1307 is amended 
by adding after section 1307(d) a new 
subsection (e) and by revising the his¬ 
torical note. These added and amended 
provisions read as follows: 

§ 1.1307 Statutory provisions; rules ap¬ 
plicable to part I (section 1301 nnd 
following), subcliaptcr O, chapter 1 
of the Code. 

, 1307. Rules applicable to this part. 

(e) Election xoith respect to charitable 
c °Htribution&. In the case of an individual 
who elects (in such manner and at such 
llno as the Secretary or his delegate pre¬ 
scribes by regulations) to have the provisions 


of this subsection apply, an amount received 
or accrued to which this part applies shall 
be reduced, for purposes of computing the 
tax liability of the taxpayer under this part 
with respect to the amount so received or 
accrued, by an amount equal to that portion 
of (1) the amount of charitable contribu¬ 
tions made by the taxpayer during the tax¬ 
able year In which the amount is so re¬ 
ceived or accrued which are allowable as 
a deduction for such year under section 170 
(determined without regard to this part), 
as (2) the amount received or accrued to 
which this part applies is of the adjusted 
gross income for the taxable year (deter¬ 
mined without regard to this part). In any 
case in which the taxpayer elects to have 
the provisions of the preceding sentence 
apply, for purposes of computing the lim¬ 
itation on tax under this part— 

(1) Only the same proportion of the 
amount to which this part applies shall be 
taken Into account for purposes of comput¬ 
ing the limitations under section 170(b) 
(1) (A) and (B) for taxable years before 
the taxable year In which such amount Is 
received or accrued as (A) the excess of 
the maximum amount which could. If the 
taxpayer had made additional contributions 
described In clause (1), (11), or (ill) of sec¬ 
tion 170(b)(1)(A), have been described in 
clause (1) of the preceding sentence over 
the amount described in such clause (1), 
bears to (B) such maximum amount, and 

(2) The portion of the amount of char¬ 
itable contributions described in the pre¬ 
ceding sentence shall not be taken Into ac¬ 
count in computing the tax for the taxable 
year In which the amount to which, this 
part applies is received or accrued. 

[Section 1307 as renumbered by sec. 1, Act 
of Aug. 11, 1955 (Pub. Law 366, 84th Cong., 
69 Stat. 688): sec. 1, Act of Aug. 26, 1967 
(Pub. Law 85-165, 71 Stat. 413); sec. 58, 
Technical Amendments Act 1958 (72 Stat. 
1646): amended by sec. 22. Rev. Act 1962 
(76 Stat. 1064) [ 

Par. 2. The following new section is 
inserted after § 1.1307-1. 

§ 1.1307-2 Election with respect to 
charitable contributions. 

(a) Introduction. (1) For taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1961, 
at the election of an individual taxpayer, 
the limitation on tax on income to which 
the provisions of part I. subchapter Q, 
chapter 1 of the Code, apply shall be 
determined with the application of sec¬ 
tion 1307(e) and this section. In this 
section, such income will be referred to 
as “bunched income’'. 

(2) The election authorized by section 
1307 (e) may be made at any time within 
the period of limitation on filing claim 
for credit or refund under section 6511 
(a) for the taxable year in which the 
bunched income Is received or accrued. 
The making of the election shall be evi¬ 
denced by attaching to the return, an 
amended return, or claim for refund or 
credit for such taxable year schedules 
setting forth the computations of the 
amount of tax for the taxable year with 
the application of section 1307(e) and 
this section. An election may be re¬ 
voked at any time within the period of 
limitation on filing a claim for credit or 
refund under section 6511(a) for the 
taxable year. 

(3) If an election is made by a tax¬ 
payer to determine the limitation on tax 
on bunched income with the application 
of section 1307(e) and this section, then 
the computations required by sections 
1301, 1302, 1303, 1304, 1305, 1306, and 


1307 (a) to (d), and the regulations 
thereunder, shall be made with due re¬ 
gard to the requirements of section 1307 
(e) and this section. For example, with 
respect to compensation from an em¬ 
ployment which is subject to the provi¬ 
sions of section 1301, the allocation 
required to be made by paragraph (c) of 
§ 1.1301-2 shall be made with due regard 
to the fact that the amount of the com¬ 
pensation must be reduced by the amount 
prescribed in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion; similarly, in making the computa¬ 
tions required by paragraph (d)(2) of 
§ 1.1301-2, due regard must be given to 
the fact that the amount of bunched 
income which is to be included in ad¬ 
justed gross income of a taxable year for 
the purpose of determining the maxi¬ 
mum limitation prescribed by section 170 

(b)(1) for charitable contribution de¬ 
ductions is limited to the amount pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (d) of this section. 

(b) Reduction of hunched income. In 
applving the special rule of section 1307 
(e) and this section, the bunched in¬ 
come received or accrued during the 
taxable year must first be reduced by 
an amount which bears the same ratio 
to the charitable contributions allowable 
as a deduction under section 170 (com¬ 
puted without regard to part I) for such 
taxable year as (1) the bunched income 
bears to (2) the adjusted gross income 
for the current taxable year (computed 
without regard to part I). For example, 
if for the current taxable year the 
bunched income is $10,000, adjusted 
gross income (computed without regard 
to part I) is $40,000 and the charitable 
contributions (all to churches) that 
were made by the taxpayer amount to 
$9,000, the amount that must be used to 
reduce the bunched income pursuant to 
this paragraph is $2,250 ($9,000 chari¬ 
table contribution deduction computed 
without regard to part I) x $10,000/ 
$40,000). In this situation, only the re¬ 
mainder of the bunched income, namely. 
$7,750, may be allocated to prior taxable 
years and to the current taxable year. 

(c) Reduction of charitable contribu¬ 
tions made in the current taxable year . 
The portion of the charitable contribu¬ 
tions made in the current taxable year 
which is required to be used as a re¬ 
duction of the bunched income, as pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (b) of this section, 
may not be taken into account as chari¬ 
table contributions made during the cur¬ 
rent taxable year in making the compu¬ 
tations for such taxable year prescribed 
by paragraph (d) (1) (iii) of §§1.1301-2, 
1.1302-1,1.1303-1,1.1304-1,1.1305-1, and 
1.1306-1. Thus, in the situation exem¬ 
plified in paragraph (b) of this section, 
where it is shown that the taxpayer 
made charitable contributions of $9,000 
during the current taxable year, only 
$6,750 ($9,000—$2,250) may be taken 
into account as contributions actually 
made during such taxable year, in the 
application of section 1307(e) and this 
section. 

(d) Limitation on amount of bunched 
income includible tn adjusted gross in¬ 
come for the purpose of determining the 
limitations prescribed by section 170 (6) 
(1 ). (1) The amount of bunched inconje 
which may be included in adjusted gross 
income of taxable years preceding the 
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current taxable year for the purpose of 
determining the limitations prescribed by 
section 170(b)(1) for charitable con¬ 
tribution deductions in such years is 
limited to an amount which bears the 
same ratio to the bunched income (com¬ 
puted without regard to paragraph (b) of 
this section) as (i) 30 percent of the ad¬ 
justed gross income for the current tax¬ 
able year (computed without regard to 
part I) minus the charitable contribu¬ 
tions allowable as a deduction under sec¬ 
tion 170 (computed without regard to 
part I) for the current taxable year bears 
to (ii) 30 percent of adjusted gross in¬ 
come for the current taxable year (com¬ 
puted without regard to part I). The 
amount computed under the provisions of 
the preceding sentence shall be allocated 
to the taxable years preceding the cur¬ 
rent taxable year in the same proportion 
that the amount of bunched income al¬ 
located to each such preceding taxable 
year bears to the amount of bunched in¬ 
come allocated to all such preceding tax¬ 
able years. Thus, assuming, in the 
situation exemplified in paragraph (b) 
of this section, that $2,583.33 of the re¬ 
duced bunched income ($7,750) is al¬ 
located to each of the prior two taxable 
years, nevertheless only one-half of 
$2,500 ($10,000 x ($12,000 minus $9,000)/ 
$12,000), or $1,250, is includible in ad¬ 
justed gross income of each of those years 
for the purpose of determining the 
limitations under section 170(b)(1) for 
charitable contribution deductions. 

(2) No part of the bunched income 
may be included in the adjusted gross 
income of the current taxable year for 
the purpose of determining the limita¬ 
tions prescribed by section 170(b) (1) for 
charitable contribution deductions. 
Thus, in the situation exemplified in 
paragraph (b) of this section, notwith¬ 
standing that $2,583.33 of the reduced 
bunched income is allocated to the cur¬ 
rent taxable year, no part thereof is in¬ 
cludible in adjusted gross income of that 
year for the purpose of determining the 
limitations under section 170(b)(1) for 
charitable contribution deductions. 

(e) The provisions of section 1307(e) 
and this section may be illustrated by 
the following example. 

Example. (1) Facts. On December 31, 
1962, B, a cash basis taxpayer with one 
exemption who makes his Income tax return 
on a calendar year basis, received compensa¬ 
tion of $15,000 from an employment within 
the meaning of section 1301. The employ¬ 
ment covered the 48-month period 1969, 
1960, 1961, and 1962. Under section 1301 the 
$15,000 Is to be attributed $3,750 to each of 
the taxable years 1959, 1960, 1961, and 1962. 
B’s adjusted gross income (computed with¬ 
out regard to part I) and the total charitable 
contributions (all to the American Red 
Cross) are as follows: 


Year 

Adjusted gross 
income 

Contributions 

1(W0 „ _ _ 

$10,000 

$4,500 

1900.. 

10,000 

5.000 

1961 . 

15.000 

6,000 

1962 

35,000 

14,000 



B f s other itemized deductions amount to 
$1,000 for each year. B, in determining the 
limitation on tax on the employment com¬ 
pensation, elects to have the provisions of 
section 1307(e) and this section apply. 


(2) Reduction of bunched income. The 
amount by which the employment compen¬ 
sation is to be reduced, pursuant to para¬ 
graph (b) of this section. Is $3,000 computed 
as foUows: 


Employment compensation_$15,000 

Adjusted gross income for 1962 (in¬ 
cluding the $15,000 employment 

compensation) _ 35,000 

Maximum limitation under section 

170(b)(1) (B).- 7,000 

Deduction aUowable for 1962 (com¬ 
puted without regard to part I).. 7,000 

Amount of reduction ($7,000 X 

$15.000/$35,000) . 3, 000 


Thus. $12,000 ($15,000 minus $3,000) is the 
portion of the employment compensation to 
be allocated equally over the 48-month 
period ($3i000 to each year) for purposes of 
paragraph (c) of § 1.1301-2. 

(3) Reduction of charitable contributions 
made in 1962. Pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of this section, the partial tax for 1962, that 
is, the tax attributable to the employment 
compensation allocated to 1962 computed as 
prescribed in paragraph (d)(1) (ill) of 
$ 1.1301-2, is determined as though B had 
made charitable contributions in 1962 of 
only $11,000 ($14,000 minus the $3,000 

reduction). 


(4) Limitation on amount of bunched 
income includible in adjusted gross income 
for the purpose of determining the UmU 
tation prescribed by section 170(b)(1) 
Pursuant to paragraph (d)(1) of this sec- 
tlon, the portion of the employ mein com¬ 
pensation which may be used to increase 
adjusted gross income for the taxable years 
1959, 1960, and 1961 for the purpose of com¬ 
puting the limitations on charitable contri¬ 
bution deductions is $5,000 computed as 
follows: 

$15,000X ($10,500 (30 percent of $35,000) 

minus $7,000) /$10,600=$5,000 

Thus, $5,000 must be allocated $1,666.67 to 
each of the taxable years 1959, I960, and 
1961, but only for the purpose of fornputtng 
the maximum limitation on charitable con¬ 
tribution deductions for each of such years. 
No portion of the employment compensa¬ 
tion may be Included in adjusted gross in¬ 
come for 1962 for the purpose of computing 
the limitation on the charitable contribu¬ 
tion deduction for such year. 

(5) Computation of taxable income, (i) 
The recomputation of adjusted gross income 
for the purpose of determining the limita¬ 
tion on charitable contribution deductions 
is as follows: 



1959 

1060 

1961 

1962 

Adjusted gross income (exclusive of the employment 
compensation) ......._ 

$10,000.00 

1,666.07 

$10,000.00 

1,660.67 

$15,000.00 

1.G66.66 

$20,000.00 

0 

Increase for the purpose of computing limitation on 
charitable contribution deductions__ 

Recomputed adjusted gross Income. 

Contributions __ 

11,666.67 

4,500.00 

2,333.33 

11,666.67 

5.000.00 

2,333.33 

16,666.66 

6,000.00 

3,333.33 

20.0C6.00 
11,000.00 
4.000.00 

Charitable contribution deductions allowable.. 

(11) The computation of taxable income pursuant to paragraph (d)(1) (ill) of § 1.1301-2, 
with the application of section 1307(e), is as follows: 


1959 

1960 

1961 

1962 

Adjusted gross income (exclusive of the employment 
compensation)___........ 

$10, OCO. 00 
3,000.00 

$10,000.00 

3,000.00 

$15,000.00 

3.000.00 

$20,000.00 

3,000.00 

Employment compensation--- 

Recomputed adjusted gross Income.. 

Deductions allowable: Personal exemption ($600). other 
deductions ($1,000), ard charitable contributions. 

Taxable income......... 

13,000.00 

3,933.33 

13,000.00 

3.933.33 

18,000.00 

4,933.33 

23,000.00 

5,600.00 

9,060.67 

9,066.67 

13,066.67 

17,400.00 



(Sec. 7805, Internal Revenue Code of 1954; 68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805) 
(F.R. Doc. 64-3361; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 8:48 am.] 


[TD. 6720] 

PART 19—temporary regula¬ 
tions UNDER THE REVENUE ACT 
OF 1964 

Interest on Certain Deferred Payments 

The following regulations are pre¬ 
scribed under section 483 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954, as added by sec¬ 
tion 224(a) of the Revenue Act of 1964 
(78 Stat. 77), relating to interest on cer¬ 
tain deferred payments. 

The regulations set forth herein are 
temporary and are designed to inform 
taxpayers of the minimum interest rate 
which, if provided in a contract, will 
preclude the application of section 483. 
A table is provided for use in computing 
the present value of a payment for pur¬ 
poses of determining, under section 483 
(c) (1) (B) of the Code, whether there is 
“total unstated interest”. More com¬ 
prehensive rules with respect to these 
and other provisions relating to interest 
on certain deferred payments will be is¬ 


sued subsequently. The rate to be pre¬ 
scribed for purposes of section 483(b) (2) 
will be at least one percentage point 
higher than the rate hereafter prescribed 
for purposes of section 483(c) (1) (B). 

In order to prescribe temporary cgu- 
lations under section 483 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954, the following reg¬ 
ulations are adopted: 

§ 19.8-1 Interest on certain deferred 
payments: interest rate for use in 
determining whether there is 
unstated interest under a contract. 

(a) In general. Section 224(a) of the 
Revenue Act of 1964 adds a new section 
483 to the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 
Section 483(a) provides, generally, that 
in the case of any contract for the sale 
or exchange of property (which is a 
capital asset or section 1231 property) 
there shall be treated as interest that 
part of a payment to which section 483 
applies which bears the same ratio to 
the amount of such payment as the tot a 
unstated interest under such contract 
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bears to the total of the payments to 
which such section applies which are due 
under the contract. Section 483(b) de¬ 
fines the term “total unstated interest'*, 
with respect to a contract for the sale or 
exchange of property, as an amount equal 
to the excess of— 

(1) The sum of the payments to which 
section 483 applies which are due under 
the contract, over 

(2) The sum of the present values 
of such payments and the present values 
of any interest payments due under the 

contract. 

Section 483(b) further provides that, for 
purposes of section 483(b) (2), the pres¬ 
ent value of a payment shall be deter¬ 
mined, as of the date of the sale or 
exchange, by discounting such payment 
at the rate, and in the manner, provided 
in regulations prescribed by the Sec¬ 
retary or his delegate, and that such 
regulations shall provide for discounting 
on the basis of 6-month brackets and 
shall provide that the present value of 
any interest payment due not more than 
6 months after the date of the sale or 
exchange is an amount equal to 100 
percent of such payment. Section 483 (c) 
provides that, except as provided in sec¬ 
tion 483(f) (relating to exceptions and 
limitations), section 483 shall apply to 
any payment on account of the sale or 
exchange of property which constitutes 
part or all of the sales price and which 
is due more than 6 months after the 
date of such sale or exchange under a 
contract under which some or all of the 
payments are due more than one year 
after the date of such sale or exchange, 
and under which, using a rate provided 
by regulations (for purposes of section 
483(c)(1)(B)), there is total unstated 
interest. Section 483(c) further pro¬ 
vides that any rate prescribed for de¬ 
termining whether there is total un¬ 
stated interest for purposes of section 
483(c)(1)(B) shall be at least one per¬ 
centage point lower than the rate pre¬ 
scribed for purposes of section 483(b) (2). 

(b) Rate of interest and table of pres¬ 
ent values for purposes of section 483 
(c)(1)(B). For purposes of determin¬ 
ing under section 483(c) (1) (B) whether 
there is total unstated interest under a 
contract (other than a contract of sale 
or exchange under which the purchaser 
is the United States, a State, or any other 
purchaser described in section 103) 
which provides for the payment of some 
interest, a rate of 4 percent per annum 
simple interest shall be used. As an illus¬ 
tration of the meaning of simple interest, 
if a contract provides for payments of 
$6,000 in 3 equal installments of $2,000 
Plus 4 percent per annum simple interest, 
such installments of principal and inter¬ 
est being due 1, 2, and 3 years, respec¬ 
tively, from the date of the sale, the 
amount of interest due with the first in¬ 
stallment is $80 ($2,000X0.04X1), the 
amount of interest due with the second 
installment is $160 ($2,000 X 0.04 X 2), and 
the amount of interest due with the third 


installment is $240 ($2,000X0.04X3). 
Section 483 shall not apply if the inter¬ 
est payments specified in a contract are 
at a rate of at least 4 percent per annum, 
whether simple or compounded. In all 
other cases, for purposes of determining, 
under section 483(c)(1)(B), whether 
there is total unstated interest under a 
contract (not involving a purchaser de- 


To compute the present value of a pay¬ 
ment, multiply the amount of the pay¬ 
ment by the factor contained in the 
present value column for the appropriate 
number of months the payment is de¬ 
ferred. For example, the present value 
of an installment payment of $5,000 due 
2 years (24 months) from the date of the 
sale would be $4,629.65 ($5,000X0.92593). 

(c) Effective date . The provisions of 
section 483 and these temporary regula¬ 
tions shall apply to payments made after 
December 31, 1963, on account of sales or 
exchanges of property occurring after 
June 30, 1963, other than any sale or 
exchange made pursuant to a binding 
written contract (including an irrevoca¬ 
ble written option) entered into before 
July 1, 1963. 

Because this Treasury decision merely 
provides temporary regulations designed 


scribed in section 103), the following 
table, which provides for discounting 
payments at a 4 percent per annum sim¬ 
ple interest rate, shall be used for com¬ 
puting the present value of a payment to 
which section 483 applies which is due 
under the contract, and the present value 
of any interest payment due under the 
contract: 


to inform taxpayers of the rate of in¬ 
terest to be used for purposes of section 
483(c) (1) (B) of the Code, it is found un¬ 
necessary to issue this Treasury decision 
with notice and public procedure thereon 
under section 4(a) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act, approved June 11, 1946, 
or subject to the effective date limitation 
of section 4(c) of that Act. 

(Sec. 7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 US.C. 7805)) 

[seal! Mortimer M. Caplin, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

Approved: April 2, 1964. 

Stanley S. Surrey, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury 

[P.R. Doc. 64-3366; Filed. Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Present Value op Deferred Payment (4 Percent Per Annum Simple Interest) 


NuraWr of months 
deferred 

Present 
value of 
$1 at 4% 
simple 
interest 

Number of months 
deferred 

Present 
value of 
$1 at 4% 
simple 
Interest 

Numl>er of months 
deferred 

Present 
value of 
$1 at 4% 
s i i n j i i > ■ 
interest 

At least 

But less 
than 

At least 

But less 
than 

At least 

But less 
than 

0 

6 

1.00000 

237 

243 

.55556 

477 

483 

.38462 

« 

9 

.98039 

243 

249 

.54945 

483 

489 

.38108 

9 

15 

.96164 

249 

255 

.54348 

489 

495 

.37879 

15 

21 

.94340 

255 

261 

.53763 

495 

501 

.37594 

21 

27 

.92593 

201 

267 

.53191 

501 

507 

.37313 

27 

33 

.90909 

267 

273 

. 52632 

507 

513 

.37037 

33 

39 

. 89286 

273 

279 

.52083 

513 

519 

.36705 

39 

45 

.87719 

279 

285 

.51546 

519 

625 

.36490 

45 

51 

.86207 

285 

291 

. 51020 

525 

531 

.36232 

61 

57 

.84740 

291 

297 

.50505 

531 

637 

.35971 

67 

G3 

.83333 

297 

303 

.50000 

537 

543 

.35714 

63 

09 

.81967 

303 

309 

.49505 

543 

549 

.35401 

69 

75 

.80645 

309 

315 

.49020 

549 

555 

.35211 

75 

81 

.79365 

315 

321 

.48544 

555 

561 

.34965 

81 

87 

.78125 

321 

327 

.48077 

561 

567 

.34722 

87 

93 

.76923 

327 

333 

.47619 

567 

573 

.34483 

93 

99 

.75758 

333 

339 

.47170 

573 

679 

. 34247 

99 

105 

.74627 

339 

345 

.46729 

679 

585 

.34014 

105 

111 

.73529 

345 

351 

.46296 

585 

591 

.33784 

111 

117 

.72464 

351 

357 

.45872 

591 

597 

.33557 

117 

123 

.71429 

357 

363 

.45455 

597 

603 

.33333 

123 

129 

.70423 

363 

369 

.45045 

603 

609 

.33113 

129 

135 

.69444 

369 

375 

.44643 

4509 

615 

.32895 

136 

141 

.68493 

375 

381 

.4*1248 

615 

621 

.32080 

141 

147 

.67568 

381 

387 

.43860 

021 

627 

.32468 

147 

153 

.66667 

387 

393 

.43478 

627 

633 

.32258 

153 

159 

.65789 

393 

399 

.43103 

633 

639 

.32051 

159 

105 

.64935 

399 

405 

.42735 

639 

645 

.31847 

105 

171 

.64103 

405 

411 

.42373 

645 

651 

.31646 

171 

177 

.63291 

411 

417 

.42017 

651 

657 

.31447 

177 

183 

.62500 

417 

423 

.41667 

657 

663 

.31250 

183 

189 

. 61728 

423 

429 

.41322 

663 

609 

.31056 

1H9 

195 

.60976 

429 

435 

.40984 

m 

676 

.30864 

195 

201 

.60241 

435 

441 

.40650 

675 

681 

.30675 

201 

207 

.59524 

441 

447 

.40323 

681 

687 

.30488 

207 

213 

.58824 

447 

453 

.40000 

687 

693 

.30303 

213 

219 

.58140 

453 

459 

.39683 

693 

699 

.30120 

219 

225 

.57471 

459 

465 

.39370 

699 

705 

.29940 

225 

231 

.56818 

465 

471 

.39063 

705 

711 

.29762 

231 

237 

.56180 

471 

477 

.38760 

711 

717 

.29586 




• 



717 

723 

. 29412 
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 33581 
I Sacramento 076311 ] 

CALIFORNIA 

Withdrawal for Forest Service 
Recreation Area 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
minerals in the following-described na¬ 
tional forest lands in the Siskiyou Na¬ 
tional Forest are hereby withdrawn from 
prospecting, location, entry, and pur¬ 
chase under the mining laws but not 
from leasing under the mineral leasing 
laws, in aid of programs of the Forest 
Service, Department of Agriculture, for 
utilization of the surface as a camp¬ 
ground: 

Humboldt Meridian 

ELK VALLEY CAMPGROUND 

T.18N..R.4E.. 

Sec. 2. wv&Nwy 4 swvi: 

Sec. 3, EJ/ 2 SEi/ 4 NEV4SE»4 and Ey 2 NE»4 
NEi/ 4 SE«/ 4 . 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 30 acres. 

John A. Carver, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

April 1, 1964. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3344: FUed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:46 a.m.J 

Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

[Docket No. 15208; FCC 64-299] 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Transmission Standards and Changes 

In the matter of reduction in the 
aural-to-visual power ratio for VHF 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Television Broadcast Stations to make 
it co nsistent with the ratio required of 
UHF Television Broadcast Stations; 
Docket No. 15208. 

1. On November 1, 1963, the Commis¬ 
sion issued a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing (FCC 63-999) in the above-entitled 
matter. Interested parties were invited 
to comment on or before December 10, 
1963, and to reply to such comments on 
or before December 20, 1963. 

2. Comments were received from Ad¬ 
miral Corporation, Emerson Radio and 
Phonograph Corporation, Magnavox 
Company, Motorola, Inc., Packard Bell 
Electronics, Philco Corporation, Radio 
Corporation of America, Warwick Elec¬ 
tronics, Inc., Wells Gardner Electronics 
Corporation, Westinghouse Electric Cor¬ 
poration, and Zenith Radio Corporation, 
all manufacturers of television broadcast 
receivers; American Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Black Hawk Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Crosley Broadcasting Corporation, 
Duhamel Broadcasting Enterprises, Jef¬ 
ferson Television Company, Rust Craft 
Reading Cards, Inc., WHEC, Inc., and 
WLBZ Television, Inc., all licensees of 
TV broadcast stations; A. Earl Cullum, 
Consulting Engineer and Standard Elec¬ 
tronics Corporation, transmitter manu¬ 
facturer. Radio Corporation of America 
is also a manufacturer of TV broadcast 
transmitters. 

3. While this proceeding was con¬ 
cerned primarily with adopting the same 
aural/visual power ratio for VHF tele¬ 
vision stations that already applies to 
UHF television broadcast stations, most 
of the comments went beyond the pro¬ 
posal and argued for or against the gen¬ 
eral applicability of the aural/visual 
power ratio. The same cleavage between 
receiver manufacturers and TV broad¬ 
cast station licensees that marked the 
comments hied in the original proposal 
in Docket No. 14229, which ultimately 
resulted in the adoption of the 10 per¬ 
cent to 70 percent aural-to-visual power 
ratio for UHF stations, was apparent in 
the comments filed in this proceeding. 
Receiver manufacturers are generally 
not in favor of the provision which would 
allow TV broadcast stations to operate 
with an aural power of 10 percent of the 
visual peak power but are more con¬ 
cerned with the wide range of permissi¬ 
ble aural power, i.e., from 10 percent to 


70 percent of the visual peak power. 
Broadcasters, on the other hand are in 
favor of the 10 percent permissible value 
of aural power and do not appear to be 
particularly interested in retaining the 
wide range of permissible aural power. 

4. We believe that there is merit in 
giving further consideration to the per¬ 
missible upper limit of aural-to-visual 
power ratio for both VHF and UHF tele¬ 
vision broadcast stations. However, that 
matter should be the subject of a sep¬ 
arate and specific proposal so that we 
may have the benefit of comments from 
all knowledgeable sources. Therefore, 
we are concluding this proceeding by 
adopting the amendment of 5 73.682(a) 
(15) as proposed, which simply conforms 
the aural power requirements for VHP 
tele vision stations to those which apply 
to UHF television stations, and simul¬ 
taneously herewith, we are issuing a 
notice of proposed rule making to make 
the permissible aural power range of 
VHF and UHF television broadcast sta¬ 
tions, from 10 percent to 20 percent of 
the peak visual power. 

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, That ef¬ 
fective May 11, 1964, § 73.682(a) (15) of 
the Commission’s rules is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 73.682 Transmission standard* and 
changes. 

(a) Transmission standards. ♦ * ♦ 

(15) The effective radiated power of 
the aural transmitter shall not be less 
than 10 percent nor more than 70 percent 
of the peak radiated power of the visual 
transmitter. 

• • # ♦ * 

6. Authority for the amendment 
adopted herein is contained in sections 
4(i) and 303(c) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

Adopted: April 1,1964. 

Released: April2,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3373: Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


1 Commissioners Hyde and Bartley absent 






Proposed Rule Making 


department of the interior 

Bureau of Mines 

[ 30 CFR Parts 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 14a, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 

36 1 


REVISION OF FEES 


Pursuant to section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 
U.S.C. 1003), notice is hereby given that 
under authority contained in sections 
2 and 5 of the Act of May 16, 1910 (36 
Stat. 370; 30 U.S.C. 3, 7), as amended, it 
is proposed to revise the fees in the 
above-captioned Parts of Chapter I, 
Title 30, Code of Federal Regulations, as 
set forth below. 

Fees and charges for services and prod¬ 
ucts of the Federal Government are re¬ 
quired to reflect actual costs of provid¬ 
ing them. The revised fees and charges 
for services performed or products fur¬ 
nished by the Bureau of Mines, U.S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior, shall apply on 
and after the date of notice of adoption 
regardless of the date of application for 
such services or products. 

In accordance with the policy of the 
Department of the Interior, interested 
persons may submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections with respect to 
the proposed revisions to the Director, 
Bureau of Mines, Interior Building, 
Washington, D.C., 20240, within 30 days 
after the date of publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

John M. Kelly, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

March 25,1964. 

(Bureau of Mines Schedule 3C1 

PART 10— COAL ANALYSIS FOR NON- 
FEDERAL APPLICANTS 

Section 10.4 of Part 10 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§10.4 Fees. 


(a) The following fees are charged for 

each sample: 


1. Moisture and ash, or sulfur, or vola- 

tUe matter, or free-swelling in¬ 
dex _._ 

2. Proximate analysis (moisture, ash, 

and volatile matter)_ 

3. Btu determination_ 

4. Proximate analysis, sulfur, and 

Btu_ 

5. Ultimate analysis (moisture, ash, 

carbon, hydrogen, sulfur, and 
nitrogen)_ 

6. Ultimate analysis and Btu. 11111111 
' Pr °xlmate and ultimate analyses, 

and Btu_ 

l Fusibility of ashllllZIIIIIIIIIIIII 
9 * Har <lgrove grlndabiUty index...Ill 


$4.50 


6.00 
7. 50 

13.00 


22.50 
28.00 

29.50 
10.00 
10.00 


<!» .f®* 8 for tests not included in th 
above list will be based on the cost of th 
services required, and the applicant wi 
oe notified accordingly. The fee sha 
>e paid before such tests are begun. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 13DJ 

part 11—self-contained breathing apparatus 

Section 11.3 of Part 11 of Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§11.3 Fees. 



Apparatus with 
separate re¬ 
generator 

Oxygen-gener¬ 
ating apparatus 

Demand-type 

apparatus 

1. Complete 2-hour self-contained breathing apparatus inspec¬ 
tion and tests . .-. 

$1,600 

1,500 

1,500 

1,500 

256 

250 

250 

250 

250 

255 

240 

240 

240 

240 

40 

$1,600 

1,500 

1,500 

1,500 

255 

250 

250 

250 

250 

$1,000 

1,500 

1,500 

1,500 

255 

250 

250 

250 

250 

2. Complete 1-hour self-contained breathing apparatus inspec¬ 
tion and tests.-..-..... 

3. Complete H-hour self-contained breathing apparatus inspec¬ 
tion and tests.-.. 

4. Complete H-hour self-contained breathing apparatus inspec¬ 
tion and tests...... 

6. 8eparnte preliminary 2-hour apparatus inspection and tests... 
0. Separato preliminary 1-hour api>aratus inspection and tests... 

7. Separate preliminary H-hour apparatus inspection and tests.. 

8. Separate preliminary H-hour apparatus Inspect ion and tests. . 

9. Separate supplementary facepiece assembly_ .. 

10. Separate regenerator 2-hour apparatus las poet Ion and tests.. 

11. Separate regenerator 1-hour apparatus inspection and tests.. 

12. Separate regenerator H-hour apparatus insj>ection and tests.. 

13. Separate regenerator H-hour apparatus Inspection and tests. 

14. Special reducing valve inspection and tests, all models. 

15. Separate auxiliary parts inspection and tests, per man-day 

required ...... 







240 

40 

240 

40 

16. Fees for tests of unusually complicated apparatus, for un¬ 
usual tests or tests not Included In this list, or for tests required 
for extensions of approval, will be based on the actual costs of 
testing, which will dc determined in advance by the Bureau. The 
applicant will be notified accordingly, and the fee shall be paid 
before tests are begun.. 






Note : If a self-contained breathing appara¬ 
tus fails to pass any of the required tests 
and the applicant notifies the Bureau to 
terminate further investigation or testing, 
the Bureau will return to the applicant any 
part of the fee not applied to its compensa¬ 
tion for services. If the self-contained 
breathing apparatus is resubmitted for test¬ 
ing and approval after correcting the defi¬ 
ciencies, the additional fee will be determined 
in advance by the Bureau and the applicant 
will be notified accordingly. Such fee shall 
be paid before tests are begun. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 19B] 

PART 12—supplied-air 
RESPIRATORS 

Paragraph (c) of § 12.4 of Part 12 of 
Title 30 remains the same as published in 
the Nov. 14. 1963 issue of the Federal 
Register as amendments to Schedule 
19B and reads as follows: 

§ 12.4 Fees. 

* • * * ♦ 


(C) * ♦ • 

1. Types A or AE supplied-air res¬ 

pirators (complete)_ $475 

(i) Blower, single outlet_ 160 

(ii) Each hand-operated blower 

outlet more than one (at time of 
blower testing)_-_ 20 

(iii) Each motor-operated blower 

outlet more than one (at time of 
blower testing)_ 40 

(iv) Air-supply line (hose)_ 190 

(v) Body harness_ 35 

(vi) Respiratory-inlet covering 

(facepiece)_ 130 

2. Types B or BE supplied-air res¬ 

pirators (complete)_ 355 

(i) Air-supply line (hose)_ 145 

(ii) Body harness_ 36 

(iii) Respiratory-inlet covering 

(facepiece)_ 130 


3. Types C or CE supplied-air respi¬ 

rators. contiuous-flow class (com¬ 
plete) _ $355 

(I) Air-supply line (hose)_ 355 

(ii) Respiratory-inlet covering 

(facepiece)_ 140 

4. Types C or CE supplied-air respira¬ 

tors, demand class (complete)—. 390 

(i) Air-supply line (hose)_ 135 

(II) Respiratory-inlet covering 

(facepiece) _ 140 

5. Types C or CE supplied-air respi¬ 

rators. pressure-demand class 

(complete) _ 410 

(i) Air-supply line (hose)_' 135 

(11) Respiratory-inlet covering 
(facepiece) _ 160 

6. Additional examination and tests 

of respirator in connection with 
other tests, per man-day re¬ 
quired _ 40 


7. Fees for teste of unusually compli¬ 
cated apparatus, for unusual tests 
or tests not included in this list, 
or for tests required for exten¬ 
sions of approval, will be based 
on the actual costs of testing, 
which will be determined in ad¬ 
vance by the Bureau. The appli¬ 
cant will be notified accordingly, 
and the fee shall be paid before 
the tests are begun. 

Note: If a respirator falls to pass any of 
the required tests and the applicant noti¬ 
fies the Bureau to terminate further inves¬ 
tigation or testing, the Bureau will return 
to the applicant any part of the fee not ap¬ 
plied to its compensation for services. If 
the respirator is resubmitted for testing and 
approval after correcting the deficiencies, 
the additional fee will be determined in ad¬ 
vance by the Bureau and the applicant will 
be notified accordingly. Such fee shall be 
paid before tests are begun. 


4885 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 14F) 

PART 13—GAS MASKS 

Paragraph (c) of § 13.5 of Part 13 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 13.5 Conditions under which gas 
masks will he tested. 

• • • • * 

(c) Fees . 

1. Type A—Acid gases, complete 

mask__........__ $1,230 

2. Type B—Organic vapors, complete 

mask_ 690 

3. Type C—Ammonia, complete 

mask __...___ 690 

4. Type D—Carbon monoxide self- 

rescuer _ 650 

5. Type AE, BE, etc.—Dusts, fumes, 

mists, fogs, and smokes in com¬ 
bination with any of the above 
types. Pee In addition to that 
required for tests with gases or 


vapors_ 350 

6. Type AB—Acid gases and organic 

vapors, complete mask- 1, 655 

7. Complete mask with canister de¬ 

signed for a single gas or 
vapor_ 690 

8. Facepiece, complete- 105 


9. Canister alone, fee for complete 
mask minus fee for facepiece. 

10. Extension of approval to another 

gas or vapor, or complete re¬ 
testing with a gas or vapor in 
case of failure- 585 

11. Type N—Universal gas mask for 

all gases and vapors ordinarily 
encountered in industry, in¬ 
cluding filters for dusts, fumes, 
mists, fogs, and smokes- 2,330 

12. Additional examination and tests 

in connection with other tests, 

per man-day required- 40 

13. Fees for tests of unusually com¬ 

plicated apparatus, for unusual 
tests or tests not included in 
this list, or for tests required for 
extensions of approval, will be 
based on the actual costs of 
testing, which will be deter¬ 
mined in advance by the Bu¬ 
reau. The applicant will be 
notified accordingly, and the 
fee shall be paid before the tests 
are begun. 

Note: If a gas mask falls to pass 
any of the required tests and the ap¬ 
plicant notifies the Bureau to termi¬ 
nate further investigation or testing, 
the Bureau will return to the appli¬ 
cant any part of the fee not applied 
to its compensation for services. If 
the gas mask is resubmitted for test¬ 
ing and approval after correcting the 
deficiencies, the additional fee will 
be determined in advance by the Bu¬ 
reau and the applicant will be noti¬ 
fied accordingly. Such fee shall be 
paid before tests are begun. 


| Bureau of Mines Schedule 21 A[ 

PART 14—filter-type dust, fume, 

AND MIST RESPIRATORS 

Paragraph (c) of § 14.4 of Part 14 of 

Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 14.4 Conditions under which respira¬ 
tors will be tested. 

» • • • • 

(c) Fees. 

1. Pneumoconiosis - producing and 
nuisance dusts, single-use filter, 
complete respirator_- $290 


2. Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance dusts, reusable filter, 
complete respirator- $355 

3. Toxic dusts, single-use filter, 

complete respirator- 320 

4. Toxic dusts, reusable filter, com¬ 

plete respirator_ 415 

5. Dusts, single-use filter, complete 

respirator_ 355 

0. Dusts, reusable filter, complete 

respirator_- 505 

7. Fumes, complete respirator- 370 

8. Silica mist, complete respirator— 325 

9. Chromic-acid mist, complete respi¬ 


rator _- 355 

10. Facepiece, dust or mist respira¬ 

tor _ 75 

11. Facepiece, fume respirator_ 90 


12. Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisdhee dusts and mists, com¬ 
plete respirator- 355 

13. Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance dusts and chromic-acid 
mist, complete respirator_ 415 

14. Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance dusts and mists, and 
chromic-acid mist, complete res¬ 
pirator _ 445 

15. Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance mists, and chromic- 
acid mist, complete respirator_ 415 

16. Toxic dusts and pneumoconiosis- 

producing and nuisance mists, 
complete respirator_ 385 

17. Toxic dusts and chromic-acid mist, 

complete respirator_ 415 

18. Toxic dusts, pneumoconiosis-pro¬ 

ducing and nuisance mists and 
chromic-acid mist, complete res¬ 
pirator _ 475 

19. Dusts and pneumoconiosis-pro¬ 

ducing and nuisance mists, com¬ 
plete respirator_ 415 

20. Dusts and chromic-acid mist, com¬ 

plete respirator_ 445 

21. Dusts, pneumoconloels-producing 

and nuisance mists, and 
chromic-acid mist, complete res¬ 
pirator _ 505 

22. Dusts, fumes, and pneumoconiosis- 

producing and nuisance mists, 
complete respirator- 625 

23. Dusts, fumes, and chromic-acid 

mist, complete respirator_ 555 

24. Dusts, fumes, pneumoconiosis-pro- 

d u c i n g nuisance mists and 
chromic-acid mist, complete 
respirator_ 015 

25. Dusts and fumes, complete respi¬ 

rator _ 460 

26. Additional examination and tests 

of respirator in connection with 
other tests, per man-day re¬ 
quired _ 40 

27. Fees for tests of unusually compli¬ 

cated apparatus, for unusual 
tests or tests not Included in this 
list, or for tests required for ex¬ 
tensions of approval, will be 
based on the actual costs of 
testing, which will be deter¬ 
mined in advance by the Bureau. 

The applicant will be notified 
accordingly, and the fee shall be 
paid before the tests are begun. 

Note: If a respirator fails to pass any of 
the required tests and the applicant noti¬ 
fies the Bureau to terminate further investi¬ 
gation or testing, the Bureau will return to 
the applicant any part of the fee not applied 
to its compensation for services. If the res¬ 
pirator is resubmitted for testing and ap¬ 
proval after correcting the deficiencies, the 
additional fee will be determined in advance 
by the Bureau and the applicant will be noti¬ 
fied accordingly. Such fee shall be paid 
before tests are begun. 

• * • * * 


PART 14a—NONEMERGENCY GAS 
RESPIRATORS (CHEMICAL CAR- 
TRIDGE RESPIRATORS, INCLUDING 
PAINT SPRAY RESPIRATORS) 

[Bureau of Mines Schedule 23B] 

Paragraph (d) of § 14a.5 of Part 14a 
of Title 30 is revised to read as follows; 

§ 14a. 5 Fees. 

* * • * • 

(d) The following fees are charged for 
testing types B and BE nonemergency 
gas respirators: 

1. Type B — Organic vapors, complete 

respirator _ $625 


2. Type BE — Dusts, fumes, or mists 

in combination with organic va¬ 
pors. Fee for filter tests in addi¬ 
tion to that required for Type B : 

(1) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance dusts- 155 

(ii) Toxic dusts_ 185 

(ill) Dusts—combination of (i) and 

(ii) - 220 

(iv) Fumes_ 220 

(v) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance mists and chromic- 

acid mist_ 220 

(vl) Mists of paints, lacquers, and 

enamels _ 670 

3. Facepiece alone_ 95 

4. Cartridge(s) alone- 530 

5. Additional examination and tests 

of respirator in connection with 
other tests, per man-day re¬ 
quired _ 40 

6. Fees for tests of unusually compli¬ 


cated apparatus, for unusual tests 
or tests not included in this list, 
or for tests required for exten¬ 
sions of approval, will be based 
on the actual costs of testing, 
which will be determined in ad¬ 
vance by the Bureau. The appli¬ 
cant will be notified accordingly, 
and the fee shall be paid before 
the tests axe begun. 

Note: If a respirator falls to pass any of 
the required tests and the applicant noti¬ 
fies the Bureau to terminate further investi¬ 
gation or testing, the Bureau will return to 
the applicant any part of the fee not applied 
to its compensation for services. If the res¬ 
pirator is resubmitted for testing and ap¬ 
proval after correcting the deficiencies, the 
additional fee will be determined In advance 
by the Bureau and the applicant will be noti¬ 
fied accordingly. Such fee Bhall be paid 
before tests are begun. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 1HI 

PART 15—EXPLOSIVES AND RELATED 
ARTICLES 

Sections 15.4 and 15.24 of Part 15 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 15.4 Fees. 

(a) The fee for complete tests leading 

to approval of an explosive as permissible 
Is $1,320. If the applicant withdraws an 
explosive, or if the explosive fails to pass 
any of the tests prescribed In this part, 
the Bureau will charge for the tests ac¬ 
tually performed, with a minimum 
charge of $100 according to the charges 
stated In paragraph (b) of this section. 
The balance of the fees will be returned 
to the applicant. , . , 

(b) The fees covering individual ana 
complete (total) tests are revised to reaa 
as follows: 
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1 Complete i*rmlssibiUty tecta.. 

(0 Friction--- 

ni) physical examination.. 

nil) Chemical analysis...- 

I tv) Gap.—.. 

(v) Ballistic mortar.. 

(v!) Gallery test 4—.. 

(vii) Gallery test 7.. 

(viil) Hate of detonation.. 

(ixi Gaseous products ... 

(x) For other tests or additional 
work, the costs as determined by 
the Bureau based on an estimate 
of the actual cost of the test. The 
Bureau will notify the applicant 
aceortlbiKly, and the foe shall bo 
paid before such tests are begun. 


Individ¬ 
ual test 


Total 



$1,320 

$22 

22 

22 

77 

110 

110 

22 

22 

44 

44 

33 

330 

550 

550 

55 

55 

110 

no 


(c) If no experimental tests are re¬ 
quired, the fee for issuance of a revised 
certificate of approval will be $25. 

§ 15.24 Miscellaneous tests on explosives 
and other hazardous materials. 

(a) The Bureau conducts some tests 
not leading directly to approval of ex¬ 
plosives as permissible for use in under¬ 
ground coal mines. Fees for these tests 
will be prescribed in § 15.4 and as pre¬ 
scribed below: 


(1) Impact test-$33 

(2) Electrostatic spark test_ 22 

(3) Thermal sensitivity test_ 33 

(4) Suspended tests in the gallery (per 

shot) - 11 

(6) Gaseous products: 

I. Oxides of nitrogen only_ 77 

II. Complete analysis of gaseous 

products, including oxides of 
nitrogen_110 


(b) Application for miscellaneous tests 
shall follow the procedure prescribed in 
§ 15.3. Applicants requesting tests shall 
follow the instructions under § 15.5. The 
applicant will be notified by the Bureau 
as to the quantity of material needed. 
No report on the results of tests made by 
the Bureau, or any part thereof, may be 
published without prior written consent 
of the Bureau. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 27BJ 

PART 16—STEMMING DEVICES 


Section 16.4 of Part 16 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 16.4 Fees. 


(a) Complete tests for approval_ 1 $ 1 . 225 

(b) Individual tests: 

1. Chemical _ 65 

2. Physical examination_ 25 

3. Gallery, per shot____.. is 

4. Rough handling. 15 

5 Flammability .Il l 40 


6 . Fee for tests not Included in 
this list will be based on 
actual costs. 

(c) Fee for tests required by changes 

in design will be determined 

by the Bureau; minimum fee- 100 


Fees for additional tests, described ii 
Paragraph (c) of § 16.10, will be determine< 
oy the Bureau and will be in addition U 
s ee. if the applicant withdraws th< 
C * ev * ce a *ter testing has begun, o 
♦Jr® <! evice faUs to pass any of the require* 
teste, the Bureau will charge a minimum o 

nat-L Wl11 return to the applicant am 
crmL 0f the remainln « fee not required t< 
mpensate the Bureau for its services. 


No. 68-6 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 26A] 

PART 17—BLASTING DEVICES 

Section 17.4 of Part 17 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 17.4 Fees. 


(a) Complete tests for approval 

when electrical tests are not 
required _ 1 $1,210 

(b) Complete tests for approval 

when electrical tests are re¬ 
quired - 1 1,450 

(c) Individual tests: 

1. Chemical _ 120 

2. Physical examination_ 60 

3. Gallery, per shot_ 15 

4. Pendulum friction, per 

sample _ 30 

5. Gaseous products, per 

sample _ 120 

6. Shell temperature_ 100 

7. Electrical _ 240 


8. Pee for tests not Included In 
this list will be based on 
actual costs. 

(d) Fee for tests required by 
changes In design will be de¬ 
termined by the Bureau; 
minimum fee_ 600 

*If the applicant withdraws the blasting 
device after testing has begun, or if the de¬ 
vice fails to pass any of the required tests, 
the Bureau will charge a minimum of $500 
and will return to the applicant any part of 
the remaining fee not required to compensate 
the Bureau for its services. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 2F] 

PART 18—ELECTRIC MOTOR-DRIVEN 
MINE EQUIPMENT, JUNCTION 

BOXES AND OTHER ACCESSORY 

EQUIPMENT 

Section 18.3 of Part 18 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 18.3 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection of each explo¬ 

sion-proof enclosure-$60 

Note: When less than 20 explosion tests 
are required, the fee shall be $25. 

(b) Explosion tests of each explosion- 

proof enclosure_ 60 

Note: When less than 20 explosion tests 
are required, the inspection fee shall be $30. 

(c) Each series of tests necessary to 

prove the adequacy of electrical 
clearances, insulation durability. 
Intrinsic safety, surface tempera¬ 
ture. or ventilation of each en¬ 
closure __ 50 

(d) Each field inspection of completely 

assembled equipment_ 50 

(e) Tests of cable 

1. Damage-resistance tests_ 40 

2. Development tests to determine 

resistance to damage by mine 
car running over cable will be 
charged at the rate of $5 for 
each five runs over the cable. 

The minimum charge is $10. 

3. Flame-resistance tests_ 25 

4. Development flame-resistance 

tests will be charged at the 
rate of $5 per test sample. The 
minimum charge is $10. 

(f) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications preparatory to 
issuing an approval_ 50 


(g) Examining and recording drawings 
and specifications for each investi¬ 
gation of a motor, starter, or other 
individual explosion-proof unit 
considered independently of a 
complete machine assembly for 


certification_$30 

(h) Examining and recording draw¬ 
ings and specifications for an ex¬ 
tension of approval_ 50 

(l) Examining and recording draw¬ 
ings and specifications for an ex¬ 
tension of certification_ 30 

(j‘ No charge will be made for inspec¬ 
tions and tests made solely for the 
Bureau’s information. 


Note: When investigation, inspection, or 
testing is required to be performed at loca¬ 
tions other than the Bureau’s premises, the 
applicant shall reimburse the Bureau for 
traveling, subsistence, and incidental ex¬ 
penses of its representative (s) in accordance 
with standard Government travel regulations. 
Such reimbursement shall be in addition to 
the fee charged for Investigation, inspec¬ 
tion, or testing. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 6D[ 

PART 19—electric cap lamps 

Section 19.2 of Part 19 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 19.2 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection_$60 

(b) Safety tests (headpiece)_ 90 

(c) Headpiece dropping_ 15 

(d) Headpiece smash_ 20 

(e) Battery sparking_ 20 

(f) Battery dropping_ 15 

(g) Battery spilling_ 40 

(h) Bulb uniformity (current con¬ 

sumption) _ 40 

(I) Bulb life. 125 

(J) Light distribution_140 

(k) Discharge voltage (battery)_ 50 

(l) Cord slatting__ 50 

(m) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications req¬ 
uisite to issuing an approval_ 50 

(n) Examining and recording of draw¬ 

ings and specifications requisite 
to issuing an extension of 
approval_ 50 


(o) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 
ating equipment intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Writ¬ 
ten requests for such tests shall 
be directed to the Chief, Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid in 
advance when such tests have 
been authorized. The fees 
charged shall be in amounts pro¬ 
portionate to the work performed 
based on normal charges. Any 
surplus will be refunded at the 
completion of the work, or applied 
to future work, as directed by the 
applicant. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 10C[ 

part 20—ELECTRIC MINE LAMPS 
OTHER THAN STANDARD CAP 
LAMPS 

Section 20.4 of Part 20 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 20.4 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection 1 _ $60 

(b) Safety tests In gas 1 _ 90 

(c) Battery sparking*_ 20 


1 Applies to all lamps. 

= Applies only if cord Is involved. 
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(d) Battery spilling*.$40 

(e) Dropping 1 __—-—- 15 

(f) Bumping*- 50 

(g) Explosion tests*_ 50 


(h) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications req¬ 
uisite to issuing an approval- 50 

(i) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of approval— 50 

(J) Tests to assist an applicant in eval¬ 
uating equipment intended for 
certification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Writ¬ 
ten requests for such tests shall 
be directed to the Chief, Branch 
of Electrical-Mechanical Testing. 

A deposit of $100 shall be paid 
In advance when such tests 
have been authorized. The fees 
charged shall be in amounts pro¬ 
portionate to the work performed 
based on normal charges. Any 
surplus will be refunded at the 
completion of the work, or ap¬ 
plied to future work, as directed 
by the applicant. 

* Applies to all lamps. 

* Applies only to storage-battery lamps. 

* Applies only to trip lamps. 

■Applies only to units in explosion-proof 
housings. 


(Bureau of Mines Schedule 7C] 

PART 21—FLAME SAFETY LAMPS 

Section 21.3 of Part 21 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 21.3 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection-$60 

(b) Mechanical tests of complete lamp 

1. Dropping test- 15 

2. Impact test with 5# weight-- 25 

3. Tension test with 10# weight— 25 


4. Bonnet test (pendulum impact)- 25 

5. Temperature of external parts.— 15 

(c) Mechanical tests of glasses 

1. Impact test with 1# weight- 25 

2. Temperature test- 15 

(d) Safety tests—moving and still mix¬ 

tures _ 100 

(e) Safety tests—igniter- 40 

(f) Time of burning- 10 

(g) Detection of methane and defi¬ 

ciency of oxygen- 60 

(h) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to Issuing an approval_ 50 

(i) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of approval— 50 

(J) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 
ating equipment intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Writ¬ 
ten requests for such tests shall 
be directed to the Chief, Branch 
of Electrical-Mechanical Testing. 

A deposit of $100 shall be paid in 
advance when such tests have 
been authorized. The fees 
charged shall be in amounts pro¬ 
portionate to the work performed 
based on normal charges. Any 
surplus will be refunded at the 
completion of the work, or ap¬ 
plied to future work, as directed 
by the applicant. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 8 C] 

PART 22—PORTABLE METHANE 
DETECTORS 

Section 22.3 of Part 22 of Title 30 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 22.3 Fees. 


(a) Detailed inspection-$60 

(b) Safety—lnstrinsically safe circuits._ 60 

(c) Battery spilling- 40 

(d) Battery dropping_ 15 

(e) Accuracy-100 

(f) Life tests of replaceable components. 50 

(g) Field tests. 40 

(h) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site tB issuing an approval- 60 

(i) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of approval_ 50 


(J) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 
ating equipment Intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the dis¬ 
cretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests for such tests shall be 
directed to the Chief. Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid in ad¬ 
vance when such tests have been 
authorized. The fees charged 
shall be in amounts proportion¬ 
ate to the work performed based 
on normal charges. Any surplus 
will be refunded at the completion 
of the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the applicant. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule OBJ 

PART 23—TELEPHONE AND 
SIGNALING DEVICES 

Section 23.4 of Part 23 of Title 30 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 23.1 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection-$60 

(b) Explosion tests (each compart¬ 

ment) _ 50 

(c) Intrinsic safety_ 50 

(d) Life tests of replaceable parts_ 50 

(e) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to issuing an approval- 50 


(f) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of approval— 50 

(g) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 

ating equipment intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the dis¬ 
cretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests for such testa shall be 
directed to the Chief, Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid in ad¬ 
vance when such tests have been 
authorized. The fees charged 
shall be in amounts proportion¬ 
ate to the work performed based 
on normal charges. Any surplus 
will be refunded at the completion 
of the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the applicant. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 12DJ 

part 24—SINGLE-SHOT BLASTING 
UNITS 

Section 24.1 of Part 24 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 24.1 Fees. 


(a) Detailed Inspection_ _ 

(b) Intrinsic safety tests_ ^ 

(c) Life tests of replaceable parts or 

complete unit_ ^ 

(d) Discharge voltage test_... 50 

(e) Firing capacity test_ 50 

(f) Dropping test_ 13 15 

(g) Final examination and recording or 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to issuing an approval . 50 

(h) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to issu¬ 
ing an extension of approval . 50 

(i) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 

ating equipment intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the 


discretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests for such tests shall be 
directed to the Chief, Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid In 
advance when such tests have 
been authorized. The fees charged 
shall be in amounts proportionate 
to the work performed based on 
normal charges. Any surplus will 
be refunded at the completion or 
the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the applicant. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 16EJ 

PART 25—MULTIPLE-SHOT BLASTING 
UNITS 

Section 25.4 of Part 25 of Title 30 Is 
revised to read as follows : 

§ 25.4 Fees. 


(a) Detailed inspection_ $60 

(b) Timing and energy requirement de¬ 

termination_ 60 

(c) Safety tests in methane-air mix¬ 

tures _ 90 

(d) High-potential test_-_ 10 

(e) Dropping test_ 15 

(f) Life test of complete unit_ 100 

(g) Firing capacity test_ 50 

(h) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to Issuing an approval _ 50 

(i) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to issu¬ 
ing an extension of approval - 50 


(J) Tests to assist an applicant in evalu¬ 
ating equipment Intended for cer¬ 
tification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests" for such tests shall be 
directed to the Chief, Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid In 
advance when such tests have 
been authorized. The fees charged 
shall be In amounts proportionate 
to the work performed based on 
normal charges. Any surplus will 
be refunded at the completion of 
the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the applicant. 
















































FEDERAL REGISTER 


4889 


Tuesday, April 7, 1964 

| Bureau of Mines Schedule 29A] 

pART 26—LIGHTING EQUIPMENT FOR 
ILLUMINATING UNDERGROUND 
WORKINGS 

Section 26.6 of Part 26 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 26.6 Fees. 

(a) Detailed inspection-$60 

(b) Explosion tests, each series- 50 

(C) Dropping test- 15 

(d) Temperature test- 15 

(e) High-potential test- 10 

(f) Safety tests in methane-air mix¬ 

tures 1 - 90 

(g) Short-circuit test 1 - 10 

(hi Flame-resistance test (cable con¬ 
nectors) _ 25 

( I ) Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to issuing an approval_ 50 

(J) Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of approval_ 50 


(k) Tests to assist an applicant In eval¬ 
uating equipment intended for 
certification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests for such tests shall be di¬ 
rected to the Chief. Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid in ad¬ 
vance when such tests have been 
authorized. The fees charged 
shall be in amounts proportionate 
to the work performed based on 
normal charges. Any surplus will 
be refunded at the completion of 
the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the appli¬ 
cant. 

1 Applies to cable connectors submitted for 

certification. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 32] 

PART 27—METHANE-MONITORING 
SYSTEMS 

Section 27.7 of Part 27 of Title 30 Is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 27.7 Fees. 

(a) Detailed Inspection—each assembled 

component _$60 

(b) Explosion testing—each exploelon- 

proof enclosure__ 50 

(c) Each series of tests to determine 

adequacy of design* materials, 
and/or construction_ 50 

(d) Testa to dcterfhlne safe operation 

and performance of a complete 

methane-monitoring system_ 90 

e) Tests to determine Intrinsic safety. 45 

(f) Final examination and recording of 
drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to issuing a letter of certifica¬ 
tion _ w 

(g> Examining and recording drawings 
and specifications requisite to is¬ 
suing an extension of certifica¬ 
tion, each 4 hours or fraction 

thereof _ 

(h) Tests to assist an applicant In eval¬ 
uating equipment intended for 
certification may be made at the 
discretion of the Bureau. Written 
requests for such tests shall be 
directed to the Chief, Branch of 
Electrical-Mechanical Testing. A 
deposit of $100 shall be paid In 
advance when such tests have been 
authorized. The fees charged 
shall be In amounts proportionate 
to the work performed based on 
normal charges. Any surplus will 
be refunded at the completion erf 
the work, or applied to future 
work, as directed by the appli¬ 
cant. 


If an applicant is unable to determine 
the exact fee that should be submitted 
with his application, the information will 
be provided upon request, addressed to 
the Bureau of Mines, 4800 Forbes Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pa.. 15213; Attention: Chief, 
Branch of Electrical-Mechanical Testing. 
Any surplus from a fee submitted in 
excess of requirements will be refunded 
to the applicant upon completion or 
termination of the investigation or tests. 


part 31—diesel mine 
LOCOMOTIVES 

[Bureau of Mines Schedule 22] 

Paragraph (c) of § 31.3 of Part 31 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§31.3 Conditions under which approv¬ 
als may he granted; preliminary 
steps. 

• • » » • 

(c) Fees . 

1. Preliminary review of drawings, 
specifications, and related data— 


new machine_$40 

2. Tests to determine composition of 

engine exhaust gases_500 


Notx: For preliminary or check testing 
that requires only carbon dioxide and carbon 
monoxide determinations, the fee shall be 
$ 200 . 

3. Tests to determine effectiveness of 

engine flame arrester_'_130 

Note: For check testing a redesigned flame 
arrester that requires less than 20 tests, the 
fee shall be $60. 

4. Detailed Inspection of engine flame 

arrester_ 40 

5. Detailed inspection of manifolds, ex¬ 

haust conditioners, and other parts 

of Intake and exhaust systems_ 50 

6. Detailed inspection of electrical 

units—each explosion-proof en¬ 
closure_ 65 

Note: When less than 20 explosion tests 
are required, the Inspection fee shall be $25. 

7. Explosion tests of electrical units— 

each explosion-proof enclosure_ 45 

Note: When less than 20 explosion tests 
are required, the fee shaU be $20. 

8. Exhaust conditioner performance 

tests to determine rate of water 


consumption_$50 

9. Surface temperature determinations 

and tests of safety controls_ 75 

10. Each field Inspection of completely 

assembled machine_ 90 

11. Tests of exhaust-gas dilution not 

made concurrently with field In¬ 
spections of completely assembled 
machine_ GO 

12. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications pre¬ 
paratory to issuing an approval_ 50 

13. Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications for an extension 
of approval, each 4 hours or frac¬ 
tion thereof_ 16 


Note: When investigation, inspection, or 
testing is required to be performed at loca¬ 
tions other than the Bureau's premises, the 
applicant shall reimburse the Bureau for 
traveling, subsistence, and Incidental ex¬ 
penses of its representative(s) In accordance 
with standard Government travel _ regula¬ 
tions. Such reimbursement shall be in addi¬ 
tion to the fee charged for investigation, In¬ 
spection. or testing. 

• • • • • 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 24] 

PART 32—MOBILE DIESEL-POWERED 
EQUIPMENT FOR NONCOAL MINES 

Paragraph (c) of § 32.3 of Part 32 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 32.3 Conditions under which approv¬ 
als may he granted or tests made; 
preliminary steps preceding approval 
tests and inspections. 

* • • • • 

(c) Fees . 

1. Preliminary review of drawings, speci¬ 
fications, and related data—each 


new machine_$40 

2. Tests to determine composition of en¬ 
gine exhaust gases_400 


Note: For preliminary or check testing 
that requires only carbon dioxide and carbon 
monoxide determinations, the fee shall be 
$176. 

3. Detailed Inspection of exhaust-gas 


cooling system_ 40 

4. Detailed inspection of electrical sys¬ 
tem _ 20 


5. Each field Inspection of completely 

assembled machine_ 90 

6. Exhaust-gas-dilution tests Independ¬ 

ent of field Inspection_ 60 

7. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications pre¬ 
paratory to issuing an approval_ 50 

8. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications pre¬ 
paratory to Issuing a certification of 
an engine subassembly_ 35 

9. Examining and recording of drawings 

and specifications for an extension 
of approval or certification of an en¬ 
gine subassembly, each 4 hours or 
fraction thereof_ 16 

Note: When Investigation, inspection, or 
testing Is required to be performed at loca¬ 
tions other than the Bureau's premises, the 
applicant shall reimburse the Bureau for 
traveling, subsistence, and Incidental ex¬ 
penses of Its representative(s) In accordance 
with standard Government travel regula¬ 
tions. Such reimbursement shall be In addi¬ 
tion to the fee charged for investigation, in¬ 
spection, or testing. 

* • • • * 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 25B] 

PART 33—DUST COLLECTORS FOR 
USE IN CONNECTION WITH ROCK 
DRILLING IN COAL MINES 

Paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 33.5 of 
Part 33 of Title 30 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 33.5 Fees for investigation. 

(a) The following fees are charged for 
inspecting, testing, and certifying dust 
collectors: 


1. Preliminary review of drawings, spec¬ 

ifications, and related data, each 
unit or system_$60 

2. Detailed inspection to determine ade¬ 

quacy of design and materials, each 
unit or system_ GO 

3. Detailed Inspection to determine ade¬ 

quacy of design and materials relat¬ 
ing to change subsequent to an 
initial Investigation, per man-day 
or fraction thereof_ 1 55 


1 In addition the applicant shall reimburse 
the Bureau for necessary travel and sub¬ 
sistence expenses of its representative(s) ac¬ 
cording to "Standardized Government Travel 
Regulations" when such Bureau representa¬ 
tive (s) is required to bs away from official 
headquarters. 
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4. Drilling each set of 10 test holes: 

(I) First set of 10 test holes drilled, 

per investigation_— $170 

(II) Each additional set of 10 test 

holes drilled, per investigation- 95 

6. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications, and is¬ 
suing certificate of approval or cer¬ 
tificate of performance_-— 80 

6. Examination and recording of draw¬ 
ings and specifications, and issuing 
extension of certificate of approval 
or certificate of performance-*60 

7. Design of approval plate or P/T label 

for certified equipment_ 25 

3 If only a nominal amount of work is 
required, the fee will be $40. 

(b) Additional fees shall be charged 
In accordance with the provisions of 
Part 18 of Subchapter D of this chapter 
(Bureau of Mines Schedule 2, revised, the 
current revision of which is Schedule 
2F) for examining and testing electrical 
parts of dust collectors required under 
§ 33.38. 


(Bureau of Mines Schedule 28J 

PART 34—FIRE-RESISTANT 
CONVEYOR BELTS 

Section 34.5 of Part 34 of Title 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 34.5 Fees. 


(a) Flame test_$25 

(b) Drum-friction test- 50 


(c) Fees for unusual tests, or tests not 
included in this list, which might 
be necessary, will be based on ac¬ 
tual costs of testing, and will be 
determined in advance by the 
Bureau. The applicant wiU be 
notified accordingly, and the fee 
shall be paid before such testa 
are begun. 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 30] 

part 35—FIRE-RESISTANT 
HYDRAULIC FLUIDS 

Paragraph (d) of § 35.5 of Part 35 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 35.5 Fees for investigation. 

• * • • • 

(d) The following fees are charged for 
testing a hydraulic fluid—concentrate or 
emulsion: 


[Bureau of Mines Schedule 31] 

PART 36—MOBILE DIESEL-POWERED 
TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT 
FOR GASSY NONCOAL MINES AND 
TUNNELS 

Paragraph (a) of § 36.7 of Part 36 of 
Title 30 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 36.7 Fees. 

(a) 


1. Preliminary review of drawings, 

specifications, descriptions, and re¬ 
lated data, each complete as¬ 
sembly_$40 

2. Complete tests to determine com¬ 

position of exhaust gas from diesel 
engine under various load and 
speed conditions 1 _500 

3. Tests to determine the effectiveness 

of air intake or exhaust flame ar¬ 
rester in an intake or exhaust sys¬ 
tem _ r_ _130 

4. Check tests on redesigned compo¬ 

nents or equipment in item 3 above 
requiring less than 20 tests_ 65 

5. Complete inspection of an Intake or 

exhaust flame arrester- 40 

6. Complete inspection of manifolds. 

exhaust conditioners, and other 
components that comprise the in¬ 
take and exhaust systems_ 60 

7. Complete investigation of headlight. 

storage-battery type *_300 

8. Complete Investigation of headlight, 

dry-cell type 3 _175 

9. Tests to determine the cooling effi¬ 

ciency of an exhaust conditioner 
and rate of water consumption_ 50 

10. Surface temperature determinations 

and tests of safety controls_ 75 

11. Each final Inspection of completely 

assembled equipment_ 90 

12. Tests of exhaust-gas dilution not 

made concurrently with final in¬ 
spection of completely assembled 
equipment_-_ 60 

13. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to the issuance of a certificate 
of approval_-_ 50 

14. Final examination and recording of 

drawings and specifications requi¬ 
site to the issuance of a letter of 
certification_ 35 

15. Examining and recording drawings 

and specifications requisite to the 
Issuance of an extension of certifi¬ 
cation, each 4 hours or fraction 
thereof_ 16 


16. Tests conducted in the field shall 
require the same fee as when con¬ 
ducted on the Bureau's premises. 
In addition the applicant shall re¬ 
imburse the Bureau for such travel, 
subsistence, and incidental ex¬ 
penses as may be required by its 
representative (s) in accordance 
with the allowances stated in the 
“Standardized Government Travel 
Regulations." 


1. Autogenous-ignition temperature 

test, each_$30 

2. Temperature-pressure spray-ig¬ 

nition test, each_ 55 

3. Test to determine effect of evapo¬ 

ration on flammability, each-- 35 


4. Fees for other tests not Included 
in the above list will be deter¬ 
mined in advance by the Bu¬ 
reau The applicant will be 
notified accordingly, and the 
fee shall be paid before such 
tests are begun. 

♦ • • ♦ * 


1 Fee for partial tests shall be in pro¬ 
portion of the work done but the minimum 
shall be $100. If the applicant requests dis¬ 
continuation of the Investigation after 
preparations for engine tests have begun, the 
minimum fee shall be $100 regardless of the 
progress of the tests. 

3 Maximum normal fee; actual fee as de¬ 
tailed in Part 20 of Subchapter D of this 
Chapter (Schedule 10, revised, the latest 
revision of which is Schedule 10C). 

» • • • * 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3345; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 19 1 
CERTAIN CHEESES 

Definitions and Standards of Identity; 

Proposal To Revise Description of 

Optional Catalase Ingredient 

Notice is given that Fermco Labora¬ 
tories, Inc., 4941 South Racine Avenue, 
Chicago, Illinois, and Miles Laboratories! 
Inc., 1127 Myrtle Street, Elkhart, Indi¬ 
ana, have petitioned for revision of the 
description of the catalase preparation 
recognized as a permitted optional in¬ 
gredient of Cheddar cheese (21 CFR 
19.500(e)(3)). Section 19.500(e)(3) re¬ 
stricts the catalase to that extracted 
from livers of meat animals inspected 
and passed by the Meat Inspection Di¬ 
vision of the United States Department 
of Agriculture. The petitioners assert 
that suitable and safe catalase is pre¬ 
pared from fungal and bacterial sources. 
It is proposed that § 19.500(e)(3* be 
amended to read: 

§ 19.500 Cheddar cheese, cheese; iden¬ 
tity; label statement of optional 
ingredients. 

• * ♦ ♦ • 

(e) * • • 

(3) During the cheese-making process 
the milk may be treated with hydrogen 
peroxide solution followed by addition of 
a suitable catalase preparation to elim¬ 
inate the hydrogen peroxide. The hy¬ 
drogen peroxide solution shall comply 
with the specifications of the United 
States Pharmacopeia, except that it may 
exceed the concentration specified there¬ 
in and it does not contain added pre¬ 
servative. The amount of the hydrogen 
peroxide solution used shall be such that 
the weight of the hydrogen peroxide 
added thereby does not exceed 0.05 per¬ 
cent of the weight of the milk treated. 
The catalase preparation used shall be 
one that is stable, neutral in pH, and of 
a potency not less than 100 Keil units 
per gram. It shall be either a prepara¬ 
tion that is not a food additive within 
the meaning of section 201 (s) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 
or a preparation that is a food additive 
but which is used in conformity with 
regulations promulgated pursuant to the 
authority of section 409 of the act. The 
amount of catalase preparation used 
shall be such that the weight of the 
catalase added thereby does not exceed 
20 parts per million of the weight of the 
milk treated. 

• » • ♦ • 

By reason of the cross-references to 
§ 19.500(e) (3) that appear in the stand¬ 
ards for washed curd cheese, colby 
cheese, granular cheese, and swiss cheese 
(§§ 19.505, 19.510, 19.535, 19.540), the 
proposed modification of the description 
of the catalase preparation applies to 
these other sections. 
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Tuesday, April 7, 1964 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as qjnended 
70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 
37 D and in accordance with the author¬ 
ity delegated to the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs by the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (21 CFR 
2.90; 29 Fit. 471), all interested per¬ 
sons are Invited to submit their views 
in writing regarding the proposal pub¬ 
lished herein. Such views and com¬ 
ments should be submitted, preferably 
in quintuplicate, addressed to the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C., 
20201, within 30 days following the date 
of publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

Dated: March 31,1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Regulations. 

(FR. Doc. 64-3362; FUed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 121 ] 

FOOD ADDITIVES 

Dieihylstilbestrol; Order Denying Pro¬ 
posed Food Additive Regulation 

In the matter of food additive peti¬ 
tion No. 1160, received from Eastern 
Laboratories, Inc., 1229 Washington 
Avenue, Vineland, New Jersey, propos¬ 
ing the issuance of a regulation prescrib¬ 
ing safe conditions of use for diethyl- 
stilbestrol in the drinking water of 
chickens: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409 (c)(1)(B), (e), (f), 72 Stat. 1786, 
1787; 21 U.S.C. 348 (c)(1)(B), (e), (f)) 
and under the authority delegated to him 
by the Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare (21 CFR 2.90; 29 F.R. 471), 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
hereby issues his findings, conclusion, 
and order in the above-identified matter: 

Findings. 1 . The petitioner proposed 
the issuance of a regulation prescribing 
safe conditions of use for diethylstilbes- 
trol in the drinking water of chickens to 
provide a more efficient utilization of 
feed, a better carcass quality, and more 
docile birds. The amount of diethyl- 
stilbestrol to be used would provide for 
1 milligram per bird per day for 15 days 
m the drinking water, with the addi¬ 
tional requirement that the medication 
should be withdrawn 4 days before 
slaughter. 

2. The petitioner was requested to 
supply tissue-residue levels of diethyl- 
saibestro 1 immediately after use of the 
a< *?# ve highest concentration 

ana for the longest period of use recom¬ 
mended and after 1-, 2-, and 3-day 
ntervals post-treatment. He was also 
requested to furnish stability data and 
to show that the effect of the dieth- 
yistilbestrol is retained during the pro¬ 
posed withdrawal period. Such data 
Wer e not submitted. 

* The Petitioner, in accordance with 
5 121.51(1) (i) of the food additive regu¬ 
lations, requested in writing that the 


petition be filed as submitted. Accord¬ 
ingly, the petition was filed on October 
9, 1963, and notice thereof was published 
in the Federal Register of October 26, 
1963 (28 F.R. 11483). and the petitioner 
was so notified. 

Conclusion . Insufficient data are 
available to establish the conditions 
under which the additive diethylstil- 
bestrol may be safely used as proposed 
in the petition as filed. No assurance is 
provided that the conditions proposed 
are reasonably certain to be followed in 
practice. 

Order. Based upon the afore-stated 
findings and conclusion, the proposal of 
the petitioner to establish a regulation 
to permit the use of dietbylstilbestrol in 
the drinking water of chickens to pro¬ 
vide a more efficient utilization of feed, 
a better carcass quality, and more docile 
birds is denied; and it is so ordered. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Federal Register file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C., 20201, written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per¬ 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob¬ 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob¬ 
jection. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 

Dated: April 3,1964. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3415; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.) 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] 1 

(Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-lll] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency (FAA) is consider¬ 
ing amendments to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 8 is desig¬ 
nated in part from Grand Junction, Colo., 
to Kremmling, Colo., and from the inter¬ 
section of the Denver, Colo., 277° and 
the Gill, Colo., 222° True radials to 
Denver. VOR Federal airway No. 95 is 
designated in part from the intersection 
of the Denver 207® and the Kiowa, Colo., 
246° True radials to Kiowa. VOR Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 200 is designated in part 
from Myton, Utah, to Meeker, Colo. 
VOR Federal airway No. 210 is designated 
in part from Farmington, N. Mex., via 
the intersection of the Farmington 086* 
and the Alamosa, Colo., 232° True 


radials; Alamosa; intersection of the 
Alamosa 075° and the Pueblo 203° True 
radials; to Pueblo. VOR Federal airway 
No. 220 is designated in part from the 
intersection of the Kremmling 081° and 
the Denver 334® True radials to Akron, 
Colo. VOR Federal airway No. 244 is 
designated in part from Stockton, Calif., 
to the intersection of the Stockton 085® 
and the Fresno. Calif., 347® True radials; 
from Coaldale, Nev., via Tonopah, Nev.; 
Wilson Creek, Nev.; Milford. Utah, to the 
intersection of the Milford 088® and the 
Bryce Canyon, Utah, 355° True radials, 
from Hanksville, Utah, via La Sal, Utah, 
to Gunnison, Colo.; and from the inter¬ 
section of the Pueblo 275® and the Ala¬ 
mosa 005® True radials to Pueblo. VOR 
Federal airway No. 283 is designated in 
part from Fresno to the intersection of 
the Fresno 002° and the Friant, Calif., 
319® True radials, and from Reno, Nev., 
to Lake view, Oreg. VOR Federal airway 
No. 298 is designated in part from Pendle¬ 
ton, Oreg., to McCall. Idaho, from Dubois, 
Idaho, to the intersection of the Dubois 
100° and the Pocatello, Idaho, 043® True 
radials, and from Dunoir, Wyo., to Boy- 
sen Reservoir, Wyo. 

The FAA is considering the following 
airspace actions: 

1. Extend V-8 airway from Kremmling 
to Denver. 

2. Extend V-95 airway from Kiowa to 
Gunnison. 

3. Extend V-200 from Meeker via 
Kremmling to Denver. 

4. Redesignate V-210 airway segment 
from Farmington direct Alamosa. Des¬ 
ignate V-210 south alternate segment 
from Farmington via the intersection of 
the Farmington 086® and the Alamosa 
232® True radials to Alamosa. 

5. Extend V-220 airway from Kremm¬ 
ling to the intersection of the Kremm¬ 
ling 081® and the Denver 334° True 
radials. 

6. Redesignate V-244 airway segment 
from Stockton via Coaldale; Tonopah; 
Wilson Creek; Milford; Hanksville; La 
Sal; Gunnison; to Pueblo. 

7. Extend V-283 airway from the in¬ 
tersection of the Fresno 002° and the 
Friant 319° True radials to Reno. 

8. Redesignate V-298 airway segment 
from Pendleton via McCall; Dubois; Du¬ 
noir; Boysen Reservoir; to Casper, Wyo., 
including a south alternate from Dunoir 
to Casper via Riverton, Wyo. 

These airway extensions and redesig¬ 
nations would provide route continuity 
for the movement of air traffic between 
these locations when the planned in¬ 
auguration of the two-layer airway/route 
system (Airway/Route Modification Plan, 
Airspace Docket No. 63-WA-74, 29 F.R. 
4101) becomes effective and which would 
raise the ceiling of the low altitude air¬ 
ways up to but not including 18.000 feet 
MSL. The south alternate to Victor 298, 
proposed herein, would provide an airway 
for scheduled air carrier aircraft op¬ 
erating between Dunoir and Riverton. 
The segment between Riverton and 
Casper would be codesignated with VOR 
federal airway No. 85 and would be desig¬ 
nated for continuity in describing the 
airway. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Western Region, Attn: CJhief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 5651 
West Manchester Avenue, P.O. Box 
90007, Airport Station, Los Angeles, 
Calif., 90009. All communications re¬ 
ceived within thirty days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or 
the Chief. Airspace Regulations and Pro¬ 
cedures Division, Federal Aviation Agen¬ 
cy. Washington, D.C., 20553. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record 
for consideration. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Ave. SW., 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U B.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 
1,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief , Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[PR. Doc. 64-3336; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 1 

[Docket No. 15405; FCC 64-300] 

AURAL AND VISUAL TRANSMITTERS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

In the matter of amendment of § 73.- 
682 of the Commission rules and regula¬ 
tions to specify that the effective radiated 
power of the aural transmitter shall not 
be less than 10 percent nor more than 
20 percent of the peak radiated power of 
the visual transmitter; Docket No. 15405. 

1. On March 27, 1963, the Commission 
amended § 73.682 (form erly § 3.682) of 
its rules to permit UHF television broad¬ 
cast stations to operate with aural power 
as little as 10 percent of the peak visual 
power radiated. We have today further 
amended that section to extend this per¬ 
missive minimum aural power to VHF 
television broadcast stations. Neither 
amendment changed the maximum per¬ 


missible aural-to-visual power ratio 
which remains at 70 percent of the peak 
visual power. 

2. The comments filed in the original 
proceeding (Docket No. 14229) and the 
more recent proceeding (Docket No. 
15208) showed a sharp division of opin¬ 
ion between receiver manufacturers and 
the rest of the TV industry. Receiver 
manufacturers were strongly opposed to 
a reduction of permissible aural power 
ratio to 10 percent of the peak visual 
because of possible degradation of sound 
reception in areas where reception is 
difficult due to* weak signals. However, 
rather extensive experience with TV sta¬ 
tions actually operating with sound 
power at 10 percent of the peak visual 
power failed to show any significant deg¬ 
radation of sound reception in areas 
where a usable TV picture could be re¬ 
ceived. Furthermore, in areas of mod¬ 
erate to strong signals, there were many 
instances of improved picture reception 
when the lower aural power w us used, 
attributable to the absence of “sound 
bars” in the received picture. TV broad¬ 
casters as well as many operators of 
“master antenna” receiving systems in¬ 
cluding community antenna TV receiv¬ 
ing systems, were strongly in favor of the 
10 percent aural to visual power ratio, 
the former because of the substantial 
saving in transmitting equipment and 
operating costs and the latter because of 
the amelioration of the interference 
caused by the strong aural signal which 
simplified their installation problems. 
After an exhaustive study of all facts of 
the problem, the Commission is satisfied 
that operation with aural power of 10 
percent of the peak visual power is fea¬ 
sible and advantageous. 

3. However, in the matter of the range 
of permissible aural-to-visual power 
ratio the evidence is not so convincing. 
Receiver manufacturers see difficult de¬ 
sign problems if TV receivers have to 
cope with aural signals ranging all the 
way from 70 percent down to 10 percent 
of the peak visual power. While this 
amounts to only 8.5 decibles, and varia¬ 
tions in the ratio of aural and visual sig¬ 
nals received from TV stations trans¬ 
mitting at a fixed ratio of aural-to-visual 
power may exceed 20 decibles from loca¬ 
tion to location, receiver manufacturers 
would prefer a narrower permissible 
range. Prior to the recent amendments, 
the permissible aural-to-visual power 
ratio was 50 percent to 70 percent. A 
random sampling of approximately 100 
TV stations licensed under that rule 
showed that 67 percent were operating 
with the 50 percent minimum permis¬ 
sible aural-to-visual power ratio and 33 
percent were operating with various 
aural powers up to 70 percent of the 
peak visual power. There appears to 
be a great deal of interest on the part 
of broadcasters in operating with aural 
power at 10 percent of the peak visual, 
but we have no way to assess the senti¬ 
ment for operating with a high aural-to- 
visual power ratio except through rule 


making. The Committee for Full De¬ 
velopment of All Channel Broadcasting 
has'been surveying this entire problem 
and comments giving us the benefit of its 
studies are expected to be filed in the 
proceeding. 

4. There appears to be a general be¬ 
lief that a maximum permissible aural 
power of 20 to 25 percent of the peak 
visual power would be adequate. A few 
have advocated a fixed ratio in this 
range with no maximum and minimum 
range other than that provided by the 
power tolerance of the rules. However, 
most of the proponents of the 10 percent 
minimum value aver that any higher 
minimum value would eliminate the pos¬ 
sibility of a substantial saving in trans¬ 
mitter costs. 

5. We propose, therefore, to amend 
§ 73.682(a) (15) to read as follows: 

§ 73.682 Transmission standards and 
changes. 

(a) Transmission standards. ♦ ♦ • 

(15) The effective radiated power of 
the aural transmitter shall not be less 
than 10 percent nor more than 20 per¬ 
cent of the peak radiated power of the 
visual transmitter. 

* * • * • 

6. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.415 of the Commission rules 
and regulations, interested persons may 
file comments on or before June 10,1964, 
and reply comments on or before June 25, 
1964. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action 
is taken in this proceeding. In reaching 
its decision in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission may also take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi¬ 
tion to the specific comments invited by 
this notice. 

7. Authority for the amendments pro¬ 
posed herein is contained in sections 
4(1) and 303(c) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

8. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the rules, an original and 
14 copies of all comments, replies, plead¬ 
ings, briefs, and other documents shall 
be furnished the Commission. Attention 
is directed to the provisions of paragraph 
(c) of § 1.419 which requires that any 
person desiring to file identical docu¬ 
ments in more than one docketed rule 
making proceeding shall furnish the 
Commission two additional copies of any 
such document for each additional dock¬ 
et unless the proceedings have been 
consolidated. 

Adopted: April 1,1964. 

Released: April 2,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission , 1 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3374; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:48 ajn.l 


1 Commissioners Hyde and Bartley absent. 






Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
[Group 363J 

ARIZONA 

Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey and 
Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands 

April 1, 1964. 

1. Plat of survey of the lands de¬ 
scribed below will be officially filed in 
the Land Office, Phoenix, Arizona, ef¬ 
fective at 10:00 a.m., May 7, 1964: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian 

T. 3 S., R. 24 E.. 

Sec. 7. lot 1; 

Secs. 17 to 31, Inclusive and Secs. 33 to 36, 
inclusive. 

The areas described aggregate 9,660.32 
acres of public lands. 

2. The land in the southern part of 
the township, being south of the south 
boundary of the San Carlos Indian Res¬ 
ervation, is rough and broken with the 
elevation varying from about 4200 feet 
above sea level in section 31 to about 
6415 feet above sea level on the crest of 
the Gila Mountains in section 18. The 
soil over most of the township is shallow 
rocky clay loam and gravel, which sup¬ 
ports a fair growth of brush, cactus, 
mesquite, catclaw and grass, with a 
moderate growth of juniper and pinion 
in section 29 extending into adjoining 
sections. The land is used primarily for 
the crazing of livestock and a habitat for 
wildlife as there are several springs and 
tanks within the area. 

3. All rights of the State of Arizona to 
section 36 have been conveyed to the 
United States. 

4. The lands described in paragraph 1 
are opened to application, location, se¬ 
lection and petition as outlined in para¬ 
graph 5 below. No application for these 
lands will be allowed under the home¬ 
stead, desert land, small tract, or any 
other nonmineral public land law, unless 
the lands have already been classified 
upon consideration of an application. 
Any application that is filed will be con¬ 
sidered on its merits. The lands will not 
he subject to occupancy or disposition 
until they have been classified. 

5. Subject to any valid rights and the 
requirements of applicable law, the lands 
described in paragraph 1 hereof, are 
hereby opened to filing applications, se¬ 
lections, and locations in accordance 
with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws, and 
oners under the mineral leasing laws 
rnay be presented to the Manager men¬ 
tioned below, beginning on the date of 
this order. Such applications, selections, 
and offers will be considered as filed on 


the hour and respective dates shown for 
the various classes enumerated in the 
following paragraphs. 

(1) Applications by persons having 
valid settlement rights, preference rights 
conferred by existing laws or equitable 
claims subject to allowance and confir¬ 
mation will be adjudicated on the facts 
presented in support of each claim or 
right. All applications presented by per¬ 
sons other than those referred to in this 
paragraph will be subject to the applica¬ 
tions and claims mentioned in this 
paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws presented prior to 10:00 a.m. on May 
7, 1964, will be considered as simultane¬ 
ously filed at that hour. Rights under 
such applications and selections and of¬ 
fers filed after that hour will be gov¬ 
erned by the time of filing. 

6. Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference, or equitable claims must en¬ 
close corroborated statements in support 
of their applications, setting forth all 
facts relevant to their claims. Detailed 
rules and regulations governing applica¬ 
tions which may be filed pursuant to 
this notice can be found in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Roy T. Helmandollar, 

Manager. 

[P JR. Doc. 64-3367; Filed. Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:48 am.) 


(Arizona 033378] 

ARIZONA 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

The Forest Service, United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, has filed an ap¬ 
plication, Serial Number Arizona 033378 
for the withdrawal of lands described be¬ 
low, from entry and settlement, subject 
to any valid existing rights. 

The applicant desires these public do¬ 
main lands so they may be given national 
forest status, to be administered as part 
of the Sitgreaves National Forest. They 
are within the administrative boundaries 
of the Lakeside Ranger District of the 
Sitgreaves National Forest. 

For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, all per¬ 
sons who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal, may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. Department of the Interior, 3022 
Federal Building, Phoenix, Arizona, 
85025. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 


Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Gila and Salt Rives Base Meridian, Arizona 

T. 9 N.. R. 22 E., 

Sec. 2, lota 3.4, S&NW&; 

Sec. 3, lot 1, SEy 4 NE»4, SWV4NWV4; 
t Sec.4,SE«/ 4 NE»/ 4 . 

T. 10 N.. R. 22 E., 

Sec. 25. all: 

Sec. 26, W^NE^, W&.8&SEK; 

Sec. 35. WH. 

The area described above aggregates 
approximately 1,761.91 acres. 

Dated: April 1,1964. 

Raymond C. Cleghorn, 
Acting State Director . 

(PH. Doc. 64-3368; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:48 am.] 


National Park Service 

[Order No. 3. Arndt. No. 12] 

SUPERINTENDENTS ET AL., WESTERN 
REGION 

Amendment of Delegation of Author¬ 
ity Regarding Approval of Plans 
and Drawings 

1. Paragraph (f) of section 1 of Order 
No. 3. issued February 17. 1956 (21 F.R. 

1494) is amended to read as follows: 

(f) Approval of preliminary construc¬ 
tion plans and working drawings not pre¬ 
ceded by a preliminary drawing, not re¬ 
quiring approval by the Director, and 
preliminary and final concessioners* 
drawings. 

2. Paragraph (g) of section 2 of Order 
No. 3 is amended to read as follows: 

(g) Approval of preliminary construc¬ 
tion plans and working drawings not 
preceded by a preliminary drawing, not 
requiring approval by the Director, and 
preliminary and final concessioners’ 
drawings. 

3. Paragraph (m) of section 3 of Order 
No. 3 is amended to read as follows: 

(m) Approval of preliminary con¬ 
struction plans and working drawings 
not preceded by a preliminary drawing, 
not requiring approval by the Director, 
and preliminary and final concessioners’ 
drawings. 

(National Park Service Order No. 14 (19 PR. 
8824), as amended; 39 Stat. 535, 16 U.8.C., 
Sec. 2; Western Region Order No. 3 (21 F.R. 

1495) .) 

Dated: March 19.1964. 

Keith Neilson. 

Acting Regional Director , 
Western Region. 

(P.R. Doc. 64-3313; Piled, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION. AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
CHEMIRAD CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 161) has been filed by Chemirad 
Corporation, P.O. Box 187, East Bruns¬ 
wick, New Jersey, proposing that § 121.- 
2564 Polyethylenimine be amended to 
provide for the addition of polyethyl¬ 
enimine to paper and paperboard in 
amounts up to and including 5.0 percent 
and in paper-making systems operated 
at a pH of 4.5 or higher. 

Dated: March 31,1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Regulations. 

(Fit. Doc. 64-3363; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


MILES LABORATORIES, INC. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Bacterial Catalase 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 1069) has been filed by Miles 
Laboratories, Inc., 1127 Myrtle Street, 
Elkhart, Indiana, proposing the issuance 
of a regulation to provide for the safe 
use of a bacterial catalase derived from 
Micrococcus lysodeikticus for use in de¬ 
stroying and removing hydrogen perox¬ 
ide from fQpd products. 

Dated: March 31, 1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Regulations. 

IF.R. Doc. 64-3365; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:48 am.] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 13777; Order No. E-20638] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 


GENERAL FOODS CORP. 


Agreement Regarding Specific 
Commodity Rates 


Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Sodium Methyl 
Sulfate 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 1347) has been filed by General 
Foods Corporation, 250 North Street, 
White Plains, New York, proposing the 
issuance of a regulation to provide for 
the safe use of sodium methyl sulfate as 
a processing aid in the treatment of 
pectin, when the residual sodium methyl 
sulfate in the pectin does not exceed 0.1 
percent. 

Dated: March 31, 1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Regulations. 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 2d day of April 1964; Agreement 
adopted by Traffic Conference 1 of the 
International Air Transport Association 
relating to specific commodity rates. 
Docket 13777, Agreement C.A.B. 17280, 
R-72. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and 
Part 261 of the Board’s Economic Regu¬ 
lations, an agreement between various 
air carriers, foreign air carriers, and 
other carriers, embodied in the resolu¬ 
tions of Traffic Conference 1 of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association 
(IATA), and adopted pursuant to the 
provisions of Resolution 590 (Commodity 
Rates Board). 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in IATA memoranda, names 


(PR. Doc. 64-3364; FUed. Apr. 

8:48 am.] 

6. 1964; 

an additional specific commodity rate as 
set forth below: 

Agreement 
C.A.B. 17280 

IATA Memorandum 

Commodity 

Item 

Rates 

R-72 

TCI/Rates 1934. 

4010 

175/150 cents per kilogram; minimum weight, 100/500 




kilograms, respectively; New York to Buenos Aires. 


The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a), and 412 of the Act, does not 
find the subject agreement to be adverse 
to the public interest or in violation of 
the Act, provided that approval thereof 
is conditioned as hereinafter ordered. 
Accordingly , it is ordered , 

That Agreement C.A.B. 17280, R-72, be 
approved, provided that such approval 
shall not constitute approval of the spe¬ 
cific commodity description contained 


therein for purposes of tariff publi¬ 
cation. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may, within 15 
days from the date of service of this 
order, submit statements in writing con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate, to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s action 
herein. An original and nineteen copies 
of the statements should be filed with 


the Board’s Docket Section. The Board 
may, upon consideration of any such 
statements filed modify or rescind its 
action herein by subsequent order. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal 1 Harold R. Sanderson. 

Secretary . 

(FJR. Doc. 64-3371: FUed, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.J 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket Noe. 15346,15347; FCC 64M-277) 

COPPER COUNTRY BROADCASTING 
CO. (WMPL) AND UPPER MICHIGAN 
BROADCASTING CO. (WHDF) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Copper Country 
Broadcasting Company (WMPL), Han¬ 
cock, Michigan, Docket No. 15346, File 
No. BP-15410, for construction permit; 
and in re application of The Upper Mich¬ 
igan Broadacsting Company (WHDF), 
Houghton, Michigan, Docket No. 15347, 
File No. BL-9076, for license to operate 
a standard broadcast station. 

Pursuant to agreement of counsel for 
all parties participating in the prehear¬ 
ing conference held on this date: It is or¬ 
dered , This 31st day of March 1964. that 
the following procedural dates are 
established: 

Exchange of all direct case ex¬ 
hibits .-.. May 15, 1964 

Notification of witnesses, if 
any, desired for cross-ex¬ 
amination _ June 1. 1964 

It is further ordered , That the hear¬ 
ing herein, presently scheduled to com¬ 
mence on May 5, 1964, is continued to 
10:00 a.m., June 15, 1964. 

Released: April 1,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 64-3376; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:48 am.] 


(Docket Nos. 15225.15226; FCC 64M-269J 

GUADALUPE VALLEY TELECASTING 
CO., INC., AND VICTORIA TELEVISION 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Guadalupe Valley 
Telecasting Co., Inc., Victoria, Texas. 
Docket No. 15225, File No. BPCT-3153; 
Marjorie S. Frels and Rubin S. Frels, d/D 
as Victoria Television. Victoria, Texas, 
Docket No. 15226, File No. BPCT-31C3; 
for construction permits for new tele¬ 
vision broadcast stations. 

On the oral request of counsel for Vic¬ 
toria Television: It is ordered, This 27th 
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day of March 1964, that procedural dates 
are extended as follows: 

Exchange of direct affirmative written case: 

From April 1 to May 1. 1964. 

Hearing: Prom May 1 to June 1, 1964. 

Released: March 30, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 1171] 

HIGH-PRESSURE BOILERS (UTILITY 
TYPE), PARTS AND RELATED STRUC¬ 
TURAL COMPONENTS 

Outbound Rates Affecting Exporta¬ 
tion; Amendment to Notice of 
Investigation 


and possession of such cargo from Puget 
at Steam's terminal at Seattle and de¬ 
liver such cargo to Puget at Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

With respect to Puget cargo moving 
southbound, Steam would accept pos¬ 
session at the vessel’s loading tackle at 
Anchorage, Alaska and deliver the same 
to Puget at Steam’s terminal in Seattle. 

Puget would agree to transport “Steam 
cargo” between Seattle, Washington and 
Anchorage, Alaska, northbound and 
southbound, by use of tugs and barges 
operated by it in common carrier serv¬ 
ice, whenever Puget has space available, 
for such cargo. Such transportation’ 
would be in accordance with the terms 
and conditions of Steam’s tariff and of 
the bill of lading issued with respect to 
such cargo by Steam or any connecting 
carrier. 

With respect to Steam cargo moving 
northbound, Puget would accept delivery 
and possession of such cargo from Steam 
at Puget’s dock at Seattle and deliver 
such cargo to Steam at unloading tackle 
at Anchorage, Alaska. 

With respect to Steam cargo moving 
southbound, Pudget would accept pos¬ 
session thereof at loading tackle at An¬ 
chorage, Alaska and deliver the same to 
Steam at unloading tackle at Puget’s 
dock in Seattle. 

Each party would absorb all costs with 
respect to the cargq transported by each 
and remain responsible for all loss or 
damage to its cargo transported on the 
other’s vessels. 

The gross freight revenues accruing 
to Puget with respect to Puget cargo 
transported by Steam, and the gross 
freight revenue accruing to Steam with 
respect to Steam cargo transported by 
Puget, would be distributed in accord¬ 
ance with division sheets to be filed with 
the Federal Maritime Commission. 

Interested parties may submit not 
later than the close of business, April 9, 
1964, by telegraph, telephone, letter or 
other means with reference to the agree¬ 
ment, their position as to approval, dis¬ 
approval, or modification. All such com¬ 
munications should be directed to Ed¬ 
ward Schmeltzer. Director, Bureau of 
Domestic Regulation, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated : April 3.1964. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3424; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Project No. 2436J 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 
Notice of Application for License 
March 31, 1964. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Fed- 


[FR. Doc. 64-3376; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:48 a.m.J 


[FCC 64-2801 

SHIP RADIOTELEPHONE STATIONS 

OPERATING IN 1600-3500 KC/S 

MARITIME BAND 

Notice to Licensees and Operators 
April 2,1964. 

The Commission has exempted public 
coast station KOU at Los Angeles. Cali¬ 
fornia from the requirement for mainte¬ 
nance of a watch on the frequency 2182 
kc/s for an initial period of twelve 
months from April 1. 1964. 

This action was taken with the con¬ 
currence of the United States Coast 
Guard at the request of The Pacific Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company, the li¬ 
censee of Station KOU. Application by 
the Telephone Company was made pur¬ 
suant to § 81.191(c) (1) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, which provides that any 
coast station may be exempted from this 
watch requirement. if the Commission 
considers that the frequency 2182 kc/s is 
adequately guarded by other stations. 
The United States Coast Guard radio 
facilities at Point Vincente, California,* 
maintain a continuous watch on 2182 
kc/s and have been shown, as a result of 
cooperative measurements and tests con¬ 
ducted by the Coast Guard and the Tele¬ 
phone Company, to have a coverage on 
2182 kc/s equal to or more extensive than 
the existing coverage of station KOU. 

The exemption has been limited to a 
twelve-month period, ending on April 1, 
1965, In order to afford the licensees and 
operators of affected ship stations an op¬ 
portunity to evaluate the discontinuance 
of 2182 kc/s watch by station KOU under 
actual operating circumstances. 

Any Interested person who is of the 
opinion that the continuation of the 
above-mentioned exemption beyond 
April 1, 1965 is not in the public interest, 
may file with the Secretary, Federal 
Communications Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20554, on or before February 1, 
1965, a written statement setting forth 
his opinion and the reasons therefor. 

Adopted: April 1,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

[SEAL] BEN P. Waple. 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 64-3377; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:48 ajn.J 


Commissioners Hyde. Bartley, and Ford 

>sent. 

No. 68-7 


The second paragraph of the Order 
served In connection with this Docket 
is amended to read as follows: The pub¬ 
lished rates for the movement of these 
products and commodities to Japan are 
from 39 percent to 160 percent higher 
than are the rates from Japan to the 
United States. The Commission has in¬ 
formation which indicates that the rates 
from the United States to the other coun¬ 
tries named above are substantially 
higher than are the rates to those coun¬ 
tries from Germany, Fiance and the 
Netherlands, and from the United King¬ 
dom to India. Pakistan and the Philip¬ 
pines, although the distance involved 
is in some cases shorter from the United 
States. 

By the Commission March 31, 1964. 

[seal] Thomas Lisi, 

Secretary . 

[FJt. Doc. 64-3357; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 

8:47 &jn.] 


PUGET SOUND TUG & BARGE CO. 
AND ALASKA STEAMSHIP CO. 

Corrected Notice of Agreement for 
Which Approval Is Requested 

The F.R. Doc. 64-3356 appearing in 
the Federal Register issue of April 3, 
1964 (29 F.R. 4783) is hereby republished 
to read as follows: 

Notice is hereby given that Puget 
Sound Tug & Barge Company (Puget) 
and Alaska Steamship Company (Steam) 
anticipate entering into the agreement 
described below to be filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (39 
Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 U.S.C. 814): 

Agreement DC-11 between Puget and 
Steam anticipates the performance of 
water transportation of cargo to and 
from Alaska by either party to the agree¬ 
ment having available shipping space on 
an early sailing on its vessel whenever 
the other party does not have available 
shipping space. 

Steam would agree to transport “Puget 
cargo” between Seattle, Washington and 
Anchorage, Alaska by use of vessels op¬ 
erated by it in common carrier service 
whenever Steam has space available for 
such cargo. Such transportation would 
be in accordance with the terms and con¬ 
ditions of Puget’s tariff and of the bill 
of lading Issued with respect to such 
cargo by Puget or any connecting carrier. 

With respect to Puget cargo moving 
northbound, Steam would accept delivery 
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eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) by 
Consumers Power Company (corre¬ 
spondence to: W. R. Boris, Secretary, 
Consumers Power Company, 212 West 
Michigan Avenue, Jackson. Michigan, 
49201) for license for constructed Proj¬ 
ect No. 2436, known as the Foote Plant, 
located on Au Sable River, Iosco County, 
Michigan. 

The project consists of: a dam about 
40 feet high composed of a northern 
earth embankment 900 feet long, a 
southern earth embankment 3,000 feet 
long, and a powerhouse and spillway sec¬ 
tion of hollow concrete gravity design 
214 feet long, with three spillway bays 
and steel tainter gates, and a concrete 
apron with weirs downstream for tailrace 
and stilling basin; a reservoir named 
Foote Pond about eleven miles long and 
1,800 acres in surface area with a normal 
operating level of 639.17 feet; a steel 
frame and brick powerhouse with con¬ 
crete substructure containing 3 hydro¬ 
electric units of 3,000 kilowatts each; a 
substation adjoining the powerhouse con¬ 
taining two 3 phase, 5,000 kva, 4.8/46 kv 
transformers and switchgear; a 46 kv 
transmission line extending from the 
substation about 600 feet to a connection 
with the primary transmission system; 
and appurtenant electrical and mechan¬ 
ical facilities. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10). The last day upon which pro¬ 
tests or petitions may be filed is May 15, 
1964. The application in on file with the 
Commission for public inspection. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[FJEt. Doc. 64-3340; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-19191 etc.] 

HUMBLE OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL. 

Order Cancelling Formal Hearing and 
After Statutory Hearing, Issuing 
Certificates of Public Convenience 
and Necessity 

March 31, 1964. 

Humble Oil & Refining Company (Op¬ 
erator) , et al., Docket No. G-19191; Chi¬ 
cago Mill and Lumber Company, et al.. 
Docket No. G-19192; Sunray DX Oil 
Company, Docket No. CI60-85; Wheless 
Drilling Company (Operator), et al., 
Docket No. CI61-587. 

Each of the above dockets concerns an 
application for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity seeking au¬ 
thorization to sell natural gas produced 
in North Louisiana for resale in inter¬ 
state commerce. The initial rates pro¬ 
posed in the applications are in excess of 
the Statement of General Policy 61-1 
guideline level of 17 cents per Mcf (plus 
tax reimbursement). Each applicant is 
presently making its sale under tempo¬ 
rary authorization conditioned to the 
guideline price of 17 cents per Mcf plus 
contractual tax reimbursement. 


By order issued in these proceedings on 
January 28, 1964, these matters were set 
for formal hearing to commence on 
March 30,1964. 1 Several petitions to in¬ 
tervene were filed * * and a notice of in¬ 
tervention w r as timely filed by the Public 
Service Commission of New York on 
February 10, 1964. Subsequent to the 
filing of the petitions and notice of in¬ 
tervention each of the applicants filed a 
motion for severance and for issuance of 
certificate under the abridged hearing 
procedure. 5 

Each applicant, by its motion, agrees 
to accept a certificate conditioned to the 
Commission's Statement of General 
Policy No.^61-1 guideline price. Subse¬ 
quent to the filing of these motions, all 
persons who previously had filed peti¬ 
tions to intervene in opposition, filed 
statements in answer to the motions stat¬ 
ing that they have no objection to the 
issuance of certificates conditioned to an 
initial price of 17 cents plus tax reim¬ 
bursement under the abridged procedure. 
The Public Service Commission of New 
York filed a like answer. 

Pursuant to the above motions and an¬ 
swers thereto and in view of the with¬ 
drawals of the petitions to intervene and 
notice of intervention, a hearing was held 
on March 26, 1964. The Commission on 
its own motion received and made a part 
of the record in the proceeding all evi¬ 
dence, including the applications and ex¬ 
hibits attached thereto and the motions 
to sever, which amend the applications, 
submitted in support of the authoriza¬ 
tion sought herein, and upon considera¬ 
tion of the record. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Applicants are natural-gas com¬ 
panies within the meaning of the Natural 
Gas Act and are engaged in the sale of 
natural gas in interstate commerce for 
resale for ultimate public consumption 
subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission. 

(2) The sales of natural gas are sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion, and such sales, together with the 
construction and operation of any facil¬ 
ities subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, are sub¬ 
ject to the requirements of subsections 
(c) and (e) of section 7 of the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(3) Applicants are able and willing 
properly to do the acts and to perform the 


1 By notice of the Secretary Issued March 3, 
1964, the commencement of the hearing was 
postponed to April 29,1964. 

* Petitions to Intervene were filed by Long 
Island Lighting Company on February 12, 
1964, United Gas Pipe Line Company on 
February 12, 1964, Public Service Electric 
and Gas Company on February 13, 1964, 
Philadelphia Gas Works Division of the 
United Gas Improvement Company on Febru¬ 
ary 17, 1964, and United Fuel Gas Company 
on February 19. 1964. 

* The filing dates are as follows: Humble 
Oil & Refining Co., Docket No. G-19191, 
February 18, 1964; Sunray DX Oil Company, 
Docket No. CI60-85, February 24, 1964; Chi¬ 
cago Mill and Lumber Co., Docket No. G- 
19192, March 4, amended March 19, 1964; 
Wheless Drilling Company, Docket No. CI61- 
587, March 6, 1964. 


service proposed and to conform to the I I 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and I I 
the requirements, rules, and regulations I I 
of the Commission thereunder. 

(4) The sales, together with the con- I 
struction and operation of any facilities 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission necessary therefor, are required 
by the public convenience and necessity, 
and certificates therefor should be is¬ 
sued as hereinafter ordered and 
conditioned. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity be and the same are hereby 
issued to Applicants upon the conditions 
set forth herein, authorizing the sales 
of natural gas in interstate commerce for 
resale for ultimate public consumption, 
and for the construction and operation 
of any facilities subject to the jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission necessary there¬ 
for, as more fully described in the ap¬ 
plications as amended by the motions 
for severance herein. 

(B) The certificates granted in para¬ 
graph (A) above are not transferable and 
shall be effective only so long as Appli¬ 
cants continue the acts and operations 
hereby authorized in accordance with 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act 
and the applicable rules, regulations, and 
orders of the Commission. 

(C) The certificates granted in para¬ 
graph (A) are granted upon the express 
condition that the initial price under 
these certificates is 17 cents per Mcf plus | 
contractual tax reimbursement. 

(D) The grant of the certificates is¬ 
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be 
construed as a waiver of the require¬ 
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas | 
Act or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations thereunder, and is 
without prejudice to any findings or 
orders which have been or may here¬ 
after be made by the Commission in any 
proceeding now pending or hereafter 
Instituted by or against Applicants. 
Further, our action in this proceeding 
shall not foreclose nor prejudice any 
future proceedings or objections relating 
to the operation of any price or related 
provisions in the gas purchase contracts 
herein involved. Nor shall the grant of 
the certificate aforesaid for service to 
the particular customers involved imply 
approval of all of the terms of the con¬ 
tracts, particularly as to the cessation 
of service upon termination of said con¬ 
tracts, as provided by section 7fb> of 
the Natural Gas Act. Nor shall the grant 
of the certificates aforesaid be construed 
to preclude the imposition of any sanc¬ 
tions pursuant to the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act for the unauthorized 
commencement of any sales of natural 
gas subject to said certificates. 

(E) The formal hearing in this pro¬ 
ceeding scheduled to commence on 
April 29,1964, and all procedures in con¬ 
nection therewith, are hereby cancelled. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride. 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3341; Filed, Apr. l964: 

8:45 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

CLAYTON BANCSHARES CORP. 

Notice of Application for Approval of 
Acquisition of Shares of Banks 

Notice Is hereby given that the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem has received an application by Clay¬ 
ton Bancshares Corporation, Clayton, 
Missouri, pursuant to section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act of 1956 
<12 U.S.C. 1842), for the Board's prior 
approval of action to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition by 
Clayton Bancshares Corporation of 
11,065 shares (58.24 percent) of the vot¬ 
ing shares of Bank of Crestwood, Crest- 
wood, Missouri, and 39,188 shares (55.98 
percent) of the voting shares of 
Hampton Bank of St. Louis, St. Louis, 
Missouri. 

In determining whether to approve this 
application, the Board is required by said 
Act to take into consideration the fol¬ 
lowing factors: (1) The financial history 
and condition of the company and the 
banks concerned; (2) their prospects; 
(3) the character of their management; 
(4 the convenience, needs, and welfare 
of tlie communities and the area con¬ 
cerned; and (5) whether or not the effect 
of such acquisition would be to expand 
the size or extent of the bank holding 
company system involved beyond limits 
consistent with adequate and sound 
banking, the public interest, and the 
preservation of competition in the field 
of banking. 

Not later than thirty (30) days after 
the publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, comments and views re¬ 
garding the proposed acquisition may be 
filed with the Board. Communications 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, Washington, D.C., 20551. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 31st 
day of March 1964. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 

^ SEAL 3 Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3343; Filed, Apr. 6. 1964; 
8:45 ajn.) 


SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DE- 
VELOPMENT CORPORATION 


[Notice No. 8] 

RUBBER ASSOCIATION OF CANADA 

Application for Reclassification of 
Crude Rubber 

In accordance with the rules of pro¬ 
cedure of the Joint Tolls Advisory Board 
(24 F.R. 9307, 9308, 33 CFR Part 403) 
established under the agreement between 
uie Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation and The St. Lawrence Sea- 
ay Authority of Canada respecting the 
p Lawrence Seaway Tariff of Tolls, en- 
tered on January 29, 1959 pursuant to 
section 12(a) of Public Law 358, 83d 
Congre^ (33 U.S.C. 988) and approved 
oy the Governments of the United States 


and Canada on March 9, 1959 (10 U.S.T. 
323), notice is hereby given that the 
Joint Tolls Advisory Board has received 
and application from The Rubber As¬ 
sociation of Canada, P.O. Box 400, 
Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, requesting 
the reclassification of “crude natural 
rubber in the form of unwrapped solid 
bales” from general to bulk cargo. 

Interested parties shall have thirty 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice, in which to make representations 
and submit written statements to the 
Joint Tolls Advisory Board, Saint Law¬ 
rence Seaway Development Corporation, 
Seaway Circle, Massena, New York, 
13662. 

By order of the Board. 

Willis H. Crosswhite, 
Member, 

Joint Tolls Advisory Board. 
Approved; 

J. H. McCann, 

Administrator. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3369; Filed. Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.J 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File No. 70-4197J 

COLUMBIA GAS SYSTEM, INC. 

Notice of Filing of Declaration Re¬ 
garding Proposal To Issue and Sell 
Debentures 


April 1, 1964. 

Notice is hereby given that The Colum¬ 
bia Gas System. Inc. (“Columbia”), 120 
East 41st Street, New York 17, New York, 
a registered holding company, has filed 
with this Commission a declaration pur¬ 
suant to the Public Utility Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1935 (“Act”), and has desig¬ 
nated sections 6 and 7 of the Act and 
Rule 50 promulgated thereunder as ap¬ 
plicable to the proposed transactions. 
All interested persons are referred to the 
declaration, on file at the office of the 
Commission, for a statement of the pro¬ 
posed transactions, which are summa¬ 
rized as follows: 

Columbia proposes to issue and sell, on 
or about May 7, 1964, pursuant to the 
competitive bidding requirements of Rule 
50 under the Act, $50,000,000 principal 
amount of 25-year sinking fund_per¬ 

cent Series Debentures, due May 1989. 
The debentures are to be issued under 
and pursuant to the terms of an Inden¬ 
ture, dated June 1, 1961, between Colum¬ 
bia and Morgan Guaranty Trust Com¬ 
pany of New York, Trustee, as heretofore 
supplemented and as to be further sup¬ 
plemented by a Fifth Supplemental In¬ 
denture to be dated May 1, 1964. The 
price to be paid the company for the 
debentures (which shall be not less than 
98 Vz percent nor more than 101 Vz per¬ 
cent of the principal amount thereof) 
and the rate of interest thereon (which 
shall be a multiple of Yb percent) are to 
be determined by the competitive bid¬ 
ding. The net proceeds from the sale of 
the debentures will be added to the gen¬ 


eral funds of Columbia and will be avail¬ 
able for financing, in part, the system’s 
1964 construction, estimated at $135,000,- 
000 . 

The fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed issue and 
sale of debentures are to be made a part 
of the record by amendment. 

The declaration states that no State 
commission and no Federal commission, 
other than this Commission, has juris¬ 
diction in respect of the proposed trans¬ 
actions. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than April 
27,1964, request in writing that a hearing 
be held in respect of such matter, stat¬ 
ing the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for the request, and the issues of law or 
fact which he desires to controvert; or 
he may request that he be notified should 
the Commission order a hearing thereon. 
Any such request should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C., 20549. A 
copy of such request should be served 
personally or by mail (air mail if the 
person being served is located more than 
500 miles from the point of mailing) upon 
declarant at the above-stated address, 
and proof of service thereof (by affidavit 
or, if by attorney at law, by certificate) 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date the 
Commission may permit to become ef¬ 
fective the declaration, as filed or as it 
may be amended, as provided by Rule 23 
promulgated under the Act; or the Com¬ 
mission may grant exemption from its 
general rules and regulation as provided 
in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take 
such other action as it deems appro¬ 
priate. 

For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

[seal! Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[Fit. Doc. 64-3347; Filed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:46 ajn.) 


(File No. 1-34211 

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Order Summarily Suspending Trading 

April 1, 1964. 

The common stock, 10 cents par value, 
of Continental Vending Machine Corp., 
being listed and registered on the Amer¬ 
ican Stock Exchange and having un¬ 
listed trading privileges on the Philadel- 
phia-Baltimore-Washington Stock Ex¬ 
change, and the 6 percent convertible 
subordinated debentures due September 
1, 1976 being listed and registered on 
the American Stock Exchange; and 
The Commission being of the opinion 
that the public interest requires the 
summary suspension of trading in such 
securities on such Exchanges and that 
such action is necessary and appropriate 
for the protection of investors; and 
The Commission being of the opinion 
further that such suspension is neces¬ 
sary in order to prevent fraudulent, de¬ 
ceptive or manipulative acts or prac¬ 
tices, with the result that it will be un¬ 
lawful under section 15(c)(2) of the 
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Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and the 
Commission’s Rule 15c2-2 thereunder 
for any broker or dealer to make use of 
the mails or of any means or instru¬ 
mentality of interstate commerce to ef¬ 
fect any transaction in, or to induce or 
attempt to induce the purchase or sale 
of any such security, otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange; 

It is ordered , Pursuant to section 19 
(a) (4) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
on the American Stock Exchange and 
the Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock Exchange be summarily suspend¬ 
ed in order to prevent fraudulent, decep¬ 
tive or manipulative acts or practices, 
this order to be effective for the period 
April 2, 1964 through April 11,1964, both 
dates inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 64-3348; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


I Pile No. 811-12171 

LANG & CO. 

Notice of Filing of Application for 

Order Declaring That Company Has 

Ceased To Be Investment Company 

April 1, 1964. 

Notice is hereby given that an appli¬ 
cation has been filed pursuant to 
section 8(f) of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act”) for an order of the 
Commission declaring that Lang & Co. 
(“applicant”), 1000 Fourth Avenue 

South, Seattle 24, Washington, a Wash¬ 
ington corporation and a closed-end in¬ 
vestment company, has ceased to be an 
investment company by reason of the 
exception contained in section 3(c)(1) 
of the Act. 

Applicant states that its securities are 
beneficially owned by less than 100 per¬ 
sons and that it is not making and does 
not presently propose to make a public 
offering of its securities. Section 3(c) 
(1) of the Act excepts from the defini¬ 
tion of an investment company any 
issuer whose outstanding securities 
(other than short-term paper) are bene¬ 
ficially owned by not more than one 
hundred persons and which is not mak¬ 
ing or does not presently propose to make 
a public offering of its securities. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that whenever the Com¬ 
mission upon application finds that a 
registered investment company has 
ceased to be an investment company, it 
shall so declare by order and upon the 
taking effect of such order, the regis¬ 
tration of such company shall cease to 
be in effect. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than April 
20, 1964, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his In¬ 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 


controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communi¬ 
cation should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C.. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon applicant. 
Proof of such service (by affidavit or in 
case of an attomey-at-law by certificate) 
shall be filed contemporaneously with 
the request. At any time after said date, 
as provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the showing contained 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
Issued upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. 

For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 64-3349; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-4722] 

TASTEE FREEZ INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Order Summarily Suspending 
Trading 

April 1, 1964. 

The common stock, 67 cents par value, 
of Tastee Freez Industries, Inc., being 
listed and registered on the American 
Stock Exchange; and 

The Commission being of the opinion 
that the public interest requires the 
summary suspension of trading in such 
security on such Exchange and that such 
action is necessary and appropriate for 
the protection of investors; and 

The Commission being of the opinion 
further that such suspension is necessary 
in order to prevent fraudulent, deceptive 
or manipulative acts or practices, with 
the result that it will be unlawful under 
section 15(c)(2) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and the Commission’s 
Rule 15c2-2 thereunder for any broker 
or dealer to make use of the mails or of 
any means or Instrumentality of inter¬ 
state commerce to effect any transaction 
in, or to induce or attempt to induce the 
purchase or sale of any such security, 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 19(a) 
(4) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such security on the 
American Stock Exchange be summarily 
suspended in order to prevent fraudu¬ 
lent, deceptive or manipulative acts or 
practices, this order to be effective for 
the period April 2, 1964 through April 
11, 1964, both dates Inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[PJR. Doc. 64-3350; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 
8:46 ajn.] 


[Pile No. 812-1671] 

WELLINGTON FUND, INC. f ET AL. 

Notice on Application for Order Ap¬ 
proving Exchange of Shares Be¬ 
tween Funds 

April 1, 1964. 

Notice is hereby given that Welling¬ 
ton Fund, Inc. (“Wellington”), Windsor 
Fund. Inc. (“Windsor”), and Wellington 
Company. Inc. (“Distributor”), 1630 
Locust Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylva¬ 
nia, have filed an application pursuant 
to section 11(a) of the Investment Com¬ 
pany Act of 1940 (“Act”) for an order 
approving a proposed offer of exchange 
by Wellington to stockholders of Wind¬ 
sor and by Windsor to stockholders of 
Wellington on a basis which may be 
other than relative net asset values. 
Wellington and Windsor are open-end 
diversified, management investment com¬ 
panies registered under the Act. Dis¬ 
tributor is a broker-dealer which acts as 
principal underwriter and national dis¬ 
tributor of the shares of Wellington and 
Windsor. All interested persons are re¬ 
ferred to the application on file with the 
Commission for a complete statement of 
the applicants’ representations which are 
summarized below. 

The application states that to permit 
greater flexibility of investments desired 
by numerous stockholders and to comply 
with the terms of a pending settlement 
of certain litigation, Distributor pro¬ 
poses, as soon as the necessary legal re¬ 
quirements have been complied with, to 
permit stockholders of Wellington to re¬ 
deem their shares at the “redemption 
price” and acquire with the net proceeds 
thereof shares of Windsor at the “price 
to underwriters” then in effect. A sim¬ 
ilar privilege will be made available to 
shareholders of Windsor to redeem their 
shares and acquire shares of Wellington. 
An application to effect the exchange 
must be on forms provided by Distribu¬ 
tor and signed by the stockholder and 
will be applicable only to shares held 
twelve months or longer, except that if 
shares held less than twelve months do 
not equal or exceed 20 percent of the to¬ 
tal shares being exchanged they may be 
included. A service charge currently cal¬ 
culated at $5 for bookkeeping and ad¬ 
ministrative costs incident to the trans¬ 
action will be paid by the stockholder ex¬ 
ercising the privilege or deducted from 
the proceeds of redemption. The re¬ 
spective Boards of Directors of Welling¬ 
ton and Windsor reserve the right to 
terminate the exchange if at any time 
it is determined not to be in the best 
interests of the Fund concerned. 

The charter and by-laws of both Wel¬ 
lington and Windsor state that each 
must receive on each sale of shares, 
irrespective of any sales charge collect¬ 
ed by Distributor, an amount equal to 
the “price to underwriters”. On redemp¬ 
tion each Fund pays the “redemption 
price.” In Windsor, the “price to un¬ 
derwriters” is the net asset value per 
share. In Wellington, however, the 
“price to underwriters” is arrived at by 
adding to the net asset value per shaie 
the estimated pro rata cost paid to bro¬ 
kers and dealers for acquiring the por - 
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folio securities. Such cost, which is cal¬ 
culated at least once a year on the basis 
of the prior year’s actual experience is 
currently calculated at 4 cents per share, 
less than %o of 1 percent of the current 
net asset value of about $15 per share. 
In both Wellington and Windsor, the 

redemption price” is the net asset value 
per share. However, if the Fund con¬ 
cerned must liquidate portfolio securi¬ 
ties to effect redemptions (which has not 
yet occurred in either Wellington or 
Windsor) , the "redemption price” (cur¬ 
rently about $14 to $15 per share for each 
Fund) is reduced by the amount of the 
pro rata cost, not in excess of 1 percent 
of the net asset value per share, of dis¬ 
posing of securities. Applicants repre¬ 
sent that any charge to shareholders for 
the pro rata costs of acquisition or dis¬ 
position of portfolio securities is de 
minimis in terms of money and per¬ 
centages. 

Section 11(a) of the Act states in per¬ 
tinent part, that it shall be unlawful 
for any registered open-end company or 
any principal underwriter for such a 
company to make or cause to be made 
an offer to the holder of a security of 
such company or any other open-end 
investment company to exchange his se¬ 
curity for a security in the same or an¬ 
other such company on any basis other 
than the relative net asset values of the 
respective securities to be exchanged, 
unless the terms of the offer have first 
been submitted to and approved by the 
Commission. For the purposes of this 
section the net asset value means the net 
asset value which is in effect for the 
purpose of determining the price at 
which the securities involved are offered 
for sale to the public either (1) at the 
time of the receipt of the offer or of the 
acceptance of the offer or (2) at such 
later times as is specified in the offer. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than April 14, 
1964, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for a hearing 
on the matter accompanied by a state¬ 
ment as to the nature of his interest, the 
reason for such request and the issues of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest shall be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
Point of mailing) upon applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv¬ 
ice (by affidavit or in case of an attorney- 
at-law by certificate) shall be filed con¬ 
temporaneously with the request. At 
any time after said date, as provided by 
Rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act, an order dis¬ 
posing of the application herein may be 
issued by the Commission upon the basis 
of the showing contained in said applica¬ 
tion unless an order for hearing upon said 
application shall be issued upon request 
or upon the Commission’s own motion. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-3351; Filed. Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR 
RELIEF 

April 2,1964. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38934: Cement from Rapid 
City, S. Dak . Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, agent (No. A-2355),for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on ce¬ 
ment, hydraulic, masonry, natural or 
Portland, in bulk, in carloads, from Rapid 
City, S. Dak., to specified points in North 
Dakota. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariffs: Supplements 136 and 5 to 
Western Trunk Line Committee, agent, 
tariffs I.C.C. A-4308 and A-4527, respec¬ 
tively. 

FSA No. 38935: Liquid Caustic Soda to 
Phelps and Rome, Ga. Filed by Traffic 
Executive Associated-Eastern Railroads, 
agent (E.R. No. 2712), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on liquid caustic soda, in 
tank-car loads, from specified points in 
Michigan, New York, Ohio and West Vir¬ 
ginia. to Phelps and Rome. Ga. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs: Supplements 130 and 45 to 
Traffic Executive Association-Eastern 
Railroads, agent, tariffs I.C.C. C-102 and 
C-334, respectively. 

FSA No. 38936: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Southern Motor Carriers. Filed 
by Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con¬ 
ference, agent (No. 86), for interested 
carriers. Rates on various commodities 
moving on class and commodity rates 
over joint routes of applicant rail and 
motor carriers, between points in south¬ 
ern territory, on the one hand, and points 
in southwestern territory, on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariffs: Supplement 21 to Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, 
tariff MF-I.C.C. 1246 and other sched¬ 
ules named in the application. 

FSA No. 38937: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Niagara Frontier. Filed by Niag¬ 
ara Frontier Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent 
(No. 15), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property moving on class and com¬ 
modity rates over joint routes of appli¬ 
cant rail and motor carriers, between 
points in central states territory, on the 


one hand, and points in provinces of 
Ontario and Quebec, Canada, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief : Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

FSA No. 38938: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Niagara Frontier. Filed by Ni¬ 
agara Frontier Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent 
(No. 16), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property moving on class and com¬ 
modity rates over joint routes of appli¬ 
cant rail and motor carriers, between 
points in central states territory, on the 
one hand, and points in provinces of 
Ontario and Quebec, Canada, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

FSA No. 38939: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Niagara Frontier. Filed by Ni¬ 
agara Frontier Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent 
(No. 17), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property moving on class and com¬ 
modity rates over joint routes of appli¬ 
cant rail and motor carriers, between 
points in central states and middlewest 
territories, on the one hand, and points 
in provinces of Ontario and Quebec, 
Canada, on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

FSA No. 38940: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Niagara Frontier. Filed by Ni¬ 
agara Frontier Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent 
(No. 18), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property moving on class and com¬ 
modity rates over joint routes of appli¬ 
cant rail and motor carriers, between 
points in central states and middlewest 
territories, on the one hand, and points 
in provinces of Ontario and Quebec, 
Canada, on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

FSA No. 38941: Joint Motor-Rail 
Rates—Niagara Frontier. Filed by Ni¬ 
agara Frontier Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent 
(No. 19), for interested carriers. Rates 
on property moving on class and com¬ 
modity rates over joint routes of appli¬ 
cant rail and motor carriers, between 
points in central states and middlewest 
territories, on the one hand, and points 
in provinces of Ontario and Quebec, 
Canada on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-3358; FUed, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.) 


I Notice No. 9631 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April 2. 1964. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
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son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will 
postpone the effective date of the order 
in that proceeding pending its disposi¬ 
tion. The matters relied upon by peti¬ 
tioners must be specified in their peti¬ 
tions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 66152. By order of April 
1, 1964, the Transfer Board approved on 
reconsideration, the transfer to Southern 
Iowa Transportation, Inc., Ottumwa, 
Iowa, of the operating rights in Certifi¬ 
cates in Nos. MC 111997, MC 111997 
(Sub No. 1), MC 111997 (Sub No. 2), 
MC 111997 (Sub No. 4), and MC 111997 
(Sub No. 5), issued October 26,1950, Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1953, January 8, 1953, November 
28, 1956, and December 4, 1958, as 
amended by order of March 6, 1962, re¬ 
spectively, to M. E. Smith, doing busi¬ 
ness as Southem-Iowa Transportation 
Company, Ottumwa, Iowa, authorizing 
the transportation, over irregular routes, 
of wire, sheet steel, and angle iron, malt 
beverages, empty malt-beverage con¬ 
tainers, and such incidental facilities 
used in the transportation of malt bev¬ 
erages, canned goods, and dried foods, in 
containers, and steel mine cars, and, 
over regular routes, brick and building 
blocks, candy, canned goods and vaults, 
roofing and roofing materials, boilers, 
boilers and parts thereof, canned milk, 
beer and beverages, non-alcoholic bev¬ 
erages, empty bottles and empty bever¬ 
age containers, canned goods, groceries 
and grocery supplies, candy, clay targets, 
non-alcoholic beverages, farm imple¬ 
ments and parts, farm machinery and 
parts, binder twine, plaster of paris, store 
fixtures, and lubricating oil, dairy prod¬ 
ucts, livestock, empty bottles, empty bev¬ 
erage cases, empty oil containers, can¬ 
ning crates, and agricultural commodi¬ 
ties, paper and paper articles, and wire, 
from and to specified points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Nebraska, and Missouri, and of the oper¬ 
ating rights in permits in Nos. MC 105559, 
MC 105559 (Sub No. 4). and MC 105559 
(Sub No. 5), issued December 3. 1958, 
October 28, 1959, and May 10, 1960, re¬ 
spectively, as amended by order of March 
6. 1962, to M. E. Smith, doing business 
as Southem-Iowa Transportation Com¬ 
pany. Ottumwa, Iowa, authorizing the 
transportation, over regular routes, of 
fresh meats and packing house products, 
and over irregular routes, of frozen food 
for other than human consumption, 
fresh meats and packing house products, 
frozen animal food, and used empty steel 
drums, from, to, and between specified 
points in Iowa, Illinois, and Wisconsin, 
both the common and contract carrier 
territories varying as to the commodities 
transported. Kenneth F. Dudley. 901 
S. Madison. P.O. Box 622, Ottumwa, 
Iowa, representative for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66191. By order of April 1, 
1964, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Gleason Transportation Co., 
Inc., Middlebury, Vt., of a portion of 
Certificate in No. MC 17136 issued April 


26,1949, to Martin L. Gleason and Sue R. 
Gleason, a partnership, doing business 
as Gleason Transportation Company, 
Rutland, Vt., authorizing the transpor¬ 
tation over irregular routes of such mer¬ 
chandise as is dealt in by chain grocery 
stores and in connection therewith sup¬ 
plies used in the conduct of such stores, 
between points in Vermont and from 
Rutland and Burlington, Vt., to points 
In New York within 150 miles of Rutland; 
newspapers, from Rutland, Vt., to Gran¬ 
ville, N.Y., and to points in New Hamp¬ 
shire; catalogs, from Rutland, Vt., to 
points in Vermont on and south of a 
line beginning at Wells River, Vt., and 
extending* along U.S. Highway 302 to 
junction U.S. Highway 2 at East Mont¬ 
pelier, Vt., thence along U.S. Highway 2 
to Burlington, Vt., to Albany, Red Hook, 
and New York, N.Y., and Springfield, 
Mass. Ralph A. Foote, Drawer 391, Mid¬ 
dlebury, Vermont, attorney for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-FC 66509. By order of March 
31, 1964, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Highland Industries, 
Inc., East Hartford, Conn., of the oper¬ 
ating rights in Certificate in No. MC 
57943 (Sub No. 5) issued July 27. 1960 
to Michael Ravolese, Jr., doing business 
as Highland Express, East Hartford, 
Conn., authorizing the transportation, 
over irregular routes, of: Bakery sup¬ 
plies, flour, and bakers* supplies and 
equipment, between specified points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and New 
York. Robert Ewing, 15 Lewis St.. Hart¬ 
ford 3, Conn., attorney for applicant. 

No. MC-FC 66655. By order of March 
31, 1964. the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Lightning Supply, Inc., 
Salem, Ill., of Certificates in Nos. MC 
123475 and MC 123475 (Sub No. 2), is¬ 
sued July 2, 1963 and June 6, 1963, re¬ 
spectively, to Lightning Transportation 
Co., Inc., Salem, HI., authorizing the 
transportation of anhydrous ammonia, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, over irregular 
routes, from the site of Phillips Pipe Line 
Company terminal at Cahokia, Ill., to 
points in Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, and 
Wisconsin; and anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, over irregular routes, from Meredo- 
sia, HI., to points in Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin. Messrs. Ferdi¬ 
nand Bom and Walter F. Jones, Jr., 1019 
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi¬ 
anapolis 4, Indiana, attorneys at Law. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(PJl. Doc. 64-3359; Piled, Apr. 6, 1964; 

8:47 am.] 


I Rev. S O. No. 562; Taylor’s I.C.C. Order No. 

170] 

GEORGIA & FLORIDA RAILWAY 
Rerouting of Traffic 

In the opinion of Charles W. Taylor, 
agent, the Georgia & Florida Railway is 
unable to transport traffic routed over 
its Moultrie Branch line between Nash¬ 
ville, Georgia and Sparks, Georgia ac¬ 
count of unsafe track conditions. 


It is ordered, That 

(a) Rerouting traffic. The Georgia i. I 
Florida Railway being unable to trans- ] 
port traffic in accordance with shippers’ I 
routing over its Moultrie Branch line I 
between Nashville, Georgia and Sparks, I 
Georgia, because of unsafe track condi¬ 
tions, is hereby authorized to reroute I 
or divert such traffic over any available I 
route to expedite the movement regard- I 
less of the routing shown on the waybill. I 
The billing covering all such cars re¬ 
routed shall carry a reference to this I 
order as authority for the rerouting. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to I 
be obtained. The Georgia & Florida I 
Railway desiring to divert or reroute 
traffic under this order shall confer with 
the proper transportation officer of the I 
railroad or railroads to which such traf¬ 
fic is to be diverted or rerouted, and shall 
receive the concurrence of such other I 
railroads before the rerouting or diver¬ 
sion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers . Each 
carrier rerouting cars in accordance with 
this order shall notify each shipper at 
the time each car is rerouted or diverted 
and shall furnish to such shipper the 
new routing provided under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re- I 
routing of traffic by said agent is deemed 
to be due to carrier’s disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic diverted or rerouted 
by said agent shall be the rates which 
were applicable at the time of shipment 
on the shipments as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such agent provided 
for in this order, the common carriers 
Involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of trans¬ 
portation applicable to said traffic; di¬ 
visions shall be, during the time tills 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between said car¬ 
riers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, said divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in ac¬ 
cordance with pertinent authority con¬ 
ferred upon it by the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. 

(f) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 4:00 p.m., March 31, 
1964. 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., June 30, 1964, un¬ 
less otherwise modified, changed, sus¬ 
pended, or annulled. 

It is further ordered, That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and per diem agree¬ 
ment under the terms of that agreement 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31. 
1964. ~ 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] Charles W. Taylor. 

Agent. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-3360; Filed, Apr. 6. M** 
8:47 am.] 
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Latest Edition 

GUIDE TO 
RECORD RETENTION 
REQUIREMENTS 

[Revised as of January 1, 19641 

Compiled from U.S. Statutes, and from 
regulations issued by the various Federal 
agencies, the “Guide” contains 873 di¬ 
gests detailing the retention periods for 
the many types of records required to be 
kept under Federal laws and rules. It 
tells the user (1) what records must be 
kept, (21 who must keep them, and (3) 
how long they must be kept. Each digest 
also includes a reference to the full text 
of the basic law or regulation governing 
such retention. 

Price: 40 cents 

Compiled by Office of the Federal Register, 
National Archives and Records Service, 
General Services Administration 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, 
United States Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C., 20402 
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